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MILITARY RULE FAILS TO STABILIZE 
THE SHAH'S SHAKY REGIME 



Military Rule and Aftermath 



The new military government appointed by the Shah on 
Nov. 6th, took over with a verv strong show of force. Tanks 
and armored vehicles took positions at key points in the 
capital as the Shah was "repenting" on national T.V. anu 
begging people for mercy. Before the appointment of the new 
cabinet, there were already 100,000 troops patrolling the 
streets of Tehran (Time, Nov. 13, 1978), and enforcements 
were brought in with the change of government. 

The obvious intention behind such a heavy deployment 
of military force was to intimidate people and discourage any 
possible outbreak of street demonstration. In spite of strong 
warnings and harsh threats, many small bands took to the 
streets on Monday, Nov. 6th, and repeated their attacks on 
government property and foreign-related enterprises. 

As the military government took oyer, it started a 
nationwide campaign of repression as regards~both strikes 
and demonstrations. They brought extreme pressure on oilfield 
workers to force them to return to work. In the meantime, 
the new administration started a so-called crusade against 
"corruption". 32 ex-officials,- both military and civilian, were 
arrested on charges of "corruption, mismanagement of funds 
and abuse of authority". Among the arrested were Amir-abbas 
Hoveida, the Shah's ex-Premier and Minister of Court, 
General Nematollah Nasiri, Shah's old classmate and close aid 
and long-time head of the Shah's notorious secret police, 
SAVAK. It was quite obvious that the desperate Shah was in 
such a shaky position as to look for some scapegoats for his 
37-years of treacherous rule. 

Along with other repressive measures adopted by the 
military government, they imposed total censorship on the 
press. All the daily newspapers ceased publication in protest 
against censorship and the martial law, the only paper still 
running was Rastakhiz, official voice of the regime. The only 
source of information, then, was official announcements 
broadcast over government-controlled radio and television. 

In spite of the regime's big show of military might, 
Moslems continued their defiant demonstrations in different 
parts of Iran. There occurred sporadic bloody clashes between 
demonstrators and the Shah's troops, leading to numerous 
killings in all cases of confrontation. 



In its drive to get striking oilfield workers back to work, 
martial law authorities resorted to open use of force. While 
2,000 American, British and other foreign experts helped to 
keep up minimum flow of petroleum, the regime also drafted 
400 naval and army technicians to help. At the same time, 
direct pressure was brought on Iranian striking workers. In 
addition to strong threats and warnings of dismissal and arrest, 
martial law authorities arrested all the 12 worker activists of the 
committee directing the strike (N.Y. Times, Nov. 15, 1978). 
In spite of all these fascistic measures, many workers still 
defied the government order and stayed off the job. Further- 
more, those who had been forced back to work at the gunpoint, 
either did not work or slowed down. 




A scene from popular demonstrations by Moslems, carrying 
portrait of Ayatollah Khomeini. 
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As the brutality of the martial law authorities increased 
and resistance hardened against the regime, anti-foreigner 
sentiments spread throughout the country. Oilfield workers 
demanded the expulsion of all foreign experts and technicians. 
Iranian employees of Telecommunications Company raised 
the similar demand. Due to such pressures, the Shah's regime 
tried to protect foreigners by keeping them off their jobs for 
several days. 

In Tehran and oil cities in southern Iran leaflets were 
distributed in the foreigners residence quarters warning them 
to leave the country before Dec. 1, beginning of the Moslem 
holy month of Moharram. George Link, the American director 
of Oil Services Co., escaped from his car when a bomb 
planted in it exploded. (AP, Nov. 15, 1978) Similar threat 
bombs were used against Americans working for the Shah's 
regime. In response to the spreading violence and rising 
political instability, "several hundreds of American oil industry 
employees and more than 4,000 of their relatives have left 
Iran..." (UPI, Nov. 11, 1978). 

Amid growing political tension which resulted trom 
militant demonstrations by Moslems and continuing-strikes 
and walk-outs in various sectors of the economy, the totter- 
ing Shah announced release of another group of 210 political 
prisoners on Nov. 19. While his merciless troops were gunning 
down Moslems all over Iran, he told the members of his 
rubber-stamp parliament and the military cabinet that "he 
was still committed to every word" of his speech two weeks 
earlier (Nov. 6) when he installed military government (N.Y. 
Times, Nov. 19, 1978). The Shah's extreme political despera- 
tion becomes more apparent by promising "free elections and 
freedom" in the midst of widespread bloodshed under his 
personal command. 

To boost support for the beleaguered Shah, Jimmy 
Carter said he hopes the Shah can hold "democratic elec- 
tions within six or eight months"! He further added: "We 
look on the Shah, as you know, as a friend, a loyal ally and 
a good relationship that Iran has had and has now with 
ourselves and with the other western democracies in the world 
or Western Powers is being very constructive and valuable" 
(UPI, Nov. 14). 

The military government phony drive against corrup- 
tion, obviously designed to whitewash the regime - the 
Shah himself in particular - of their crimes and treacherous 
nature, did not fool the people. And demonstrations con- 
tinued. The Shah's hollow promises and cosmetic "conces- 
sions" failed as well to cool down the raging Moslem masses. 
The political situation remained as tense as ever. 

Towards the beginning of December which this year 
coincides with the first day of Moslem holy month of 
Moharram, the regime took some more repressive measures. 
In Tehran and several other cities curfew hours were extended 
for several hours. Army contingents patrolling the cities, 
Tehran in particular, were much reinforced. 

The regime's recent moves and statements by General 
Azhari and other high officials has made it quite clear that 
the regime is expecting more militant opposition by Moslems 
all over the country during Moharram. The regime is well 
aware of its shaky position (as well as of the great revo- 
lutionary potentiality of the Iranian Moslem people), and is 
hastily taking extra repressive measures to consolidate its 
stand. 



Moharram 



Moharram in Iran has special significance for the 
Moslem people. It symbolizes the ever-continuing historical 
struggle of the Moslem oppressed people against oppression. 
During Moharram Moslems in Iran commemorate the martyr- 
dom of Imam Hussein and his companions fighting against the 
tyrant of the time. King Yazid of the Omayyed dynasty. 

After the victory of the Islamic revolution under the 
leadership of Mohammad, gradual deviation appeared in the 
Islamic movement and took root. In its development over 
time, it finally led, contrary to Islamic principles, to the es- 
tablishment of hereditary monarchical rule of the Omayyed 
family. 

When Yazid, son of Muavieh and second king of the 
dynasty, took over, he tried to justify his oppressive and anti- 
Islamic rule under the guise of Islam. The symbol of reaction 
and oppression wanted to stupefy the Moslem masses using 
the revolutionary heritage of Islam and true Moslems. Imam 
Hussein, grandson of Mohammad and son of Ali, who had 
fought against the oppressive rule of Muavieh, ascended to the 
position of leadership of Moslem masses and became the 
flagholder of resistance against the Omayyed dictatorship and 
their corrupt monarchy. 

Yazid, who was trying to consolidate his rule, was bent 
on repressing any resistance. He had decided to force Hussein 
into submission and endorsement of his regime. But Hussein 
held that even his tactical conciliation with the reactionary 
establishment was equal to tacit approval of this anti-Islamic 
rule and, in the final analysis, destruction of true Islam by 
Moslems. He was determined to bring his opposition and resis- 
tance into the open. He was more concerned with the triumph 
of genuine Islamic values over reactionary systems than with 
his actual victory at that juncture of time. He wanted to set a 
unique example for the generations to come; an example in 
the history of mankind. 

After having clarified his Islamic cause and reasons for 
his rebellion against Yazid, he left for Karbala (a desert in 
Mesopotamia, present Iraq) in the early days of Moharram in 
61 Solar Hijri (682 A.D.). In Karbala he did not have any 
other choice but to fight, excluding submission to Yazid's rule. 
Although he did not have any fighting force, except 72 com- 
panions, he chose to fight. The bloody confrontation took 
place on the 10th of Moharram (Ashoora) in which Hussein 
and all his companions were martyred and their families 
taken prisoner. 

His just struggle and its revolutionary message soon 
came to fruition; awakened Moslem masses rose in rebellion 
and overthrew Yazid's rule. Thus Moharram 10th has since 
become a great day in the history of Islamic struggle. 

Deeply affected by this just uprising, every year the 
Iranian Moslem people commemorate this historical day, and 
use the occasion to analyze the political situation of their time 
and remind themselves of Hussek's revolution against oppres- 
sion. Due to the revolutionary message implicit in this day, 
our Moslem people's struggle against the Pahlavi dynasty has 
reached its peak during Moharram, especially the 10th of the 
month (Ashoora). Popular nationwide demonstrations of 
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Moslems in June, 1963 coincided with Moharram 12th. The 
Shah's desperate regime resorted to military might and mas- 
sacredimore than 10,000 people. June 5th uprising was the 
symbol of the continued struggle of the Iranian Moslem people 
and became the starting point of the current revolutionary 
Islamic movement in Iran. 

This year Moharram has a special significance. It 
arrives after nearly a year of relentless bloody struggle against 
the Shah's puppet dictatorial regime. Even if the Shah's 
shaky desperate regime - directly supported and armed by the 
U.S. imperialism - ever manage to brutally suppress this move- 
ment, its future is dim and bleak. It is doomed to final 
collapse. \ 



The Nature of The Iranian People's 
Movement 



For nearly 14 centuries Iran has been a predominantly 
Moslem-populated nation. When Islam came to Iran in its 
very early days it demolished the oppressive Sasanid dynasty, 
the Iranian oppressed people embraced Islam with enthusiasm. 
It liberated them from a backward caste system. However, as a 
result of the deviation in the Islamic movement, the reac- 
tionary monarchical system again took root in Iran, as in 
other Moslem countries, and was consolidated. But, due to the 
harshly repressive conditions, revolutionary Islamic leadership 
had to resort to underground forms of resistance in its con- 
tinuing struggle to revive true Islam, and as Qur'an says, 
"to establish the sovereignty of the oppressed masses". This 
ceaseless struggle, in spite of its ups and downs at times, had 
been carried out all through our history. In the course of this 
long and bloody historical struggle, Islam has deeply trans- 
formed and shaped the socio-politico-cultural identity and 
conscience of the Iranian masses. 

There is no wonder then, that today Moslem people of 
Iran are waging the current bloody struggle against the present 
monarchical system and foreign domination. Apart from its 
historical roots, one can easily judge the ideological nature 
of the movement by its slogans and demands, such as: "We 
want establishment of Islamic Government"; "God is great 
above all"; "There is no God but Allah". These are among 
many Islamic slogans raised during popular demonstrations by 
millions of people all across Iran. 

The Shah's reactionary regime and its propagandist 
apparatus have tried their best to distort the revolutionary 
Islamic nature of our people's movement. They have resorted 
to the most vicious propaganda campaign to depict the move- 
ment as "anti-modernization, anti-women, backward, fanatic, 
feudalistic,...". The U.S. mass media, which is content with 
faithful reproduction of the Shah's official propaganda, has 
played an important role in deliberately misrepresenting the 
truly revolutionary nature of ourpeople's Islamic movement 
and its humane ideals. 

In its reactionary all-out drive against Islam and 
Moslems, the Shah's regime has consistently tried to label 
the movement and its revolutionaries as "Islamic-Marxist". 
Such a slanderous and totally unfounded allegation is designed 
both for internal and international consumption. 



Nowadays, in spite of the ever-increasing momentum of 
the Islamic movement in Iran, an absurd question is raised: 
"Is this a religious movement?" And more ridiculous, the 
answer turns out to be a simple NO! 

It is understood that the mere participation of certain 
elements and forces of other ideologies in a movement does 
not alter its ideological nature. And any attempt, though of no 
avail, to hide truth and misrepresent the clearly Islamic 
nature of the Iranian people's movement, not only manifests 
the backward political insight behind it, but as well and more 
importantly, represents a desperate effort to explain objective 
realities in terms of purely subjective ideals. 



The U.S. Government Support 
for the Shah 



The Shah's regime is tottering and the U.S. is facing an 
imminent danger to its long-established immense interests in 
Iran and the whole region. A cursory look through the U.S. 
press can easily reveal the U.S. establishment's extreme sen- 
sitivity to Iran's question and fate of the Shah. Major news- 
papers have strongly endorsed the U.S. government's backing 
of the regime. Wall Street Journal editorialized its position as 
such: "What the U.S. ought to do now is let everyone con- 
cerned know that the Shah is our man, and that we will 
back his decisions on how to cope with his crisis" (Nov.3, 
1978). This editorial appeared the same day that Brzezinski 
called the Shah on Carter's behalf to give him the pass to go 
ahead with "get tough" policy, and only two days before the 
installment of military rule! 

Jimmy Carter has often stated his "regret" over blood- 
shed in Iran. But simultaneously, has made it clear that the U.S. 
will keep the Shah in power. Who is shedding blood in Iran? 
Obviously, the Shah and his U.S. -trained-equipped merciless 
army, and who keeps the Shah's regime in power? The U.S. 
government and its "champion" of "human rights", Jimmy 
Carter. Then are Jimmy Carter's crocodile tears over blood- 
shed in Iran worth anything? In his press conference on 
Thursday, NOV. 30, he said: "We trust the Shah to maintain 
stability in Iran, to continue with the democratization process...", 
and further added "We have confidence in Shah. We support 
him and his efforts to change Iran in a constructive way..." 

The degree of the U.S. deep involvement and huge stake 
in Iran clearly explain what exactly Carter means by "stability", 
"democratization", and "change in a constructive way". In 
plain words, he means that the Shah will be supported to 
remain in power, restore his dictatorial authority over the 
people and change the Iranian society according to the interests 
of the U.S. giant monopolies and multi-national corporations 
operating in the area (more than 500 American firms in Iran 
only). And of course, Jimmy Carter would not like to admit 
that all this can be achieved, if ever, through massive bloodshed 
and dictatorship, open or discreet. 



Position of the American People 

While the news media here is filled with the official 
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view of the establishment, there is little talk, if any, about 
the American people's response to the critical situation in Iran. 
Although every effort is made by the U.S. government and its 
mouthpieces to keep the American people ignorant about the 
Iranian situation, yet" there is abundant evidence that the 
general populace does not share the official view. They do not 
endorse the U.S. -sponsored bloodshed in Iran, and quite 
righteously so. 

As democratic-minded and freedom-loving people, 
Americans cannot strive for their human rights here at home, 
and at the same time, export repression and dictatorship 
abroad. The American people rightfully opposed the U.S. 
bloody intervention in Vietnam and raised their voices against 
the Washington establishment's foreign policy. 

American people have stated their position in the 
Preamble to the Declaration of Independence as such: 

" ...that all men are created equal, that thev are 
endowed by their creator with certain unalienable 
rights, that among these are life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. 

That to secure these rights, governments are in- 
stituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed, - that whenever any 
form of government becomes destructive of these 



ends, it is the right of the people to alter or to 
abolish it, and to institute new government, laying 
its foundation on such principles and organizing its 
powers in such form, as to them shall seem most 
likely to effect their safety and happiness ..." 

They have openly declared that the "governed" have the right 
to establish their own form of "government". This clearly 
implies that the people have the right to abolish the unde- 
sired government, if necessary. And that they have the right to 
take their affairs and destiny in their own hands. This is 
exactly what our Moslem people are doing. Iranian Moslem 
people are fighting to overthrow the Shah's corrupt, dicta- 
torial regime which is subservient to foreign domination^T-hey 
are struggling against an outdated form of government which 
not only does not have any legitimacy among people, but 
instead tries to remain in power through sheer military force 
and outside support. 

We hope that the American people respect their demo- 
cratic principles and aspirations, and raise their voices in our 
support, and against the Shah's bloody regime and the U.S. 
involvement in Iran. This is the moral obligation of all peoples 
the world over to take side with our people's movement. It is in 
the common interests of all humanity to fight, in a united 
front, against all forces of oppression and dictatorship. O 




Demonstrating students of Pahlavi University, Shiraz, carry the corpse of a martyr. 
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ISLAMIC MOVEMENT SURGES DURING 
MONTH OF MOHARRAM 



Before Moharram 

The holy month of Moharram, starting Dec. 1, was 
considered a major testing ground for the Shah's regime (for a 
detailed discussion of Moharram refer to THE RISE, No. 3). 
Significance of this month arises first, from its Islamic nature 
and its clear revolutionary message for the Iranian Moslem 
masses, and second, from the current political situation in Iran; 
namely the rising Islamic movement. Moves and ultra repressive 
measures of the military government and the movement's 
response-Ayatollah Khomeini's statement in particular-had 
made it almost certain that something big would occur during 
Moharram. A major confrontation between the regime's military 



might and the Moslem masses was widely believed to have 
become inevitable. Moharram 10th (Dec. 11), the day of the 
martyrdom of Imam Hussein and his companions in 682 A.D. in 
Karbala, was expected to be the day of confrontation. 

Moharram was approaching in the midst of a very tense 
political atmosphere. Strikes and walk-outs in many sectors of 
the economy were still in effect. Moslems' popular 
demonstrations in many cities across the nation had driven the 
military government desperate. Moslems were still taking to the 
streets in defiance of the state of martial law and machine-gun 
toting soldiers. 

On Sunday, Nov. 26, citywide general strike and 




Dec. 10 gigantic demonstrations in Tehran. The main gathering was around Shahyad Square, then renamed Khomeini Square. 
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anti-regime mass demonstrations took place in Mashad and Qum, 
two religious cities in Iran and centers of Islamic theological 
schools. The general strike, called by Ayatollah Khomeini from 
exile in Paris, was in response to the killings in Mashad and 
troops' sacrilege of the mausoleum of Imam Reza, poisoned to 
death by one of the kings of the Abbasid dynasty in the 9th 
century A.D. The Shah's troops had opened fire into 
demonstrators in the downtown area, and later had chased them 
into the courtyard of the mausoleum — considered by Moslems 
as safe sanctuary for refuge. In their shooting spree, troops also 
machine gunned the dome of the building. 

Brutal killings of scores of people and desecration of the 
Moslems' holy place, deeply enraged the people. Participation of 
the city's population in the general strike and mass 
demonstration in Mashad was total. 700,000 people of Mashad 
were joined by nearly half a million people from the surrounding 




The Shah's army patrolling streets in Mashad 

towns and villages. In Qum, 200,000 demonstrated against the 
regime and in support of the Islamic movement and its ideals. 
These demonstrations were so huge that in both cities the army 
saw to its interests to withdraw and edge off confrontation. 

The next day, employees of the Central Bank struck and 
released a 5-page list of 183 names who had transferred more 
than $2 billion abroad from August to October this year. The list 
included close relatives of the Shah, former Prime 
Minister JamshidAmuzegar, several other former ministers, the 
Shah's military aides and his personal physician, many other high 
officials in the army and the bureaucracy. Release of the list, 
also distributed to several Iranian and foreign journalists, caused 
a very strong furor against the regime and gave rise to more 
demonstrations. 

Such an uncontrolable situation forced the military 
government to step up its hopeless "carrot and stick" policy. In 
preparation for the Moharram period, the military government 
announced on Nov. 28 a total ban "on all processions of any 
form" during Moharram. They had already extended curfew 
hours in Tehran and several other cities. Ban on public gatherings 
also included mosques. The military government in addition 
announced that gatherings would be permitted if only cleared in 



advance with the martial law authorities, and then, if only to be 
held in "absolutely safe places"! They openly threatened that 
the army would take all necessary steps against demonstrations, 
arguing that they would resort to any means to prevent 
"saboteurs and enemies of Islam to exploit Moslems' 
gatherings". This not being the first or the last time Nazi-type 
butchers of the Moslem people shed crocodile tears for Islam. 

In response to this move, Ayatollah Khomeini issued a 
statement and encouraged 'Moslems to defy the edict and 
continue their popular struggle against the regime. He ordered 
them to hold their gatherings in mosques and other places in 
spite of the ban, and disregard prior clearance with the military 
authorities and the SAVAK. In the same statement, he asked 
oilfield workers to strike to "serve Islam and the people". 

Concomitant with all its utterly repressive measures, the 
regime announced that the country's "non-Islamic laws would be 
revised to conform with Islamic principles", and that Moslem 
leaders would be consulted in the process (N.Y.. Times, Nov. 29, 
1978). This "concession", hollow and meaningless as it is, clearly 
indicated the degree of the regime's desperation. Whom was the 
regime trying to fool? Moslem masses are fighting to overthrow 
the present system and rid the society from the oppressive rule of 
internal reaction and foreign domination. They are struggling 
against a whole system and not against some of its laws, as might 
erroneously understood by some people and propagandized by 
some "progressive" political forces. 

Moharram: Flare Up of Struggle and 
Bloodshed 

Moharram started off with a bloody controntation 
between the Moslem demonstrators and the Shah's troops. On 
Friday night of Dec. 1 , thousands of Moslems poured into the 
streets of Tehran defying the martial law, nightly curfew and ban 
on demonstrations. They took to the streets shouting "Death to 
the Shah" and "Allah-u-Akbar" (God is great above all). Many of 
the demonstrators were wrapped in body-long white shrouds, 
signifying their readiness for martyrdom. Their defiant 
demonstration was a clearly positive response to Ayatollah 
Khomeini's call on Moslems to "sacrifice your blood to protect 
Islam and overthrow the tyrant". 

The Shah's panicked troops opened fire into the surging 
crowds and the shooting continued for more than three hours 
(UPI, Dec. 2). Simultaneously, helicopters hovering in the air 
opened fire. The killings were so brutal and indiscriminate that 
"troops prevented people from watching from windows and 
rooftops" (Chicago Sun Times, Dec. 2). Similar demonstrations 
and clashes took place in other parts of the country. Following 
the merciless crushing of the demonstration, more tanks rumbled 
through the streets and took positions at strategic points in the 
capital. 

The magnitude of the demonstration in Tehran, and the 
duration and intensity of the troops' "shoot-to-kill" firing, 
obviously left a heavy toll. The government-run Iran Radio 
reported 7 deaths and 25 injured. Foreign sources put the figure 
at a much higher scale. NBC speculated that up to 1,000 had 
been gunned down. News from the provinces were totally 
suppressed. It had always been a consistent policy of the regime 
to fabricate ridiculous estimates of the casualties and tried 
overtly, though in vain, to downplay its extreme brutality and 
extent of bloodshed. 
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Demonstrations continued on Saturday, Dec. 2, and the 
troops' shootings left many more dead. The regime announced 
only 9 dead, 35 injured and 115 arrested. Other sources have 
rejected the regime's figure and put the toll much higher. It was 
also reported that demonstrators fought back with firearms and 
killed several soldiers. During the same day, troops clashed with 
the employees of the Iran Air whose strike had brought all 
domestic and international flights to a complete stop (Chicago 
Sun Times, Dec. 3). 

Following the Friday night massacre, a deep mood of 
mixed fury and expectation prevailed all over the capital. Black 
flags hung from trees, balconies and buildings in different 
neighborhoods of Tehran. In the meantime, majority of shops, 
bazaars and offices were closed by a strike (N.Y. Times, Dec. 3). 
N.Y. Times reporter from Tehran wrote that: "Throughout the 
day in central Tehran, near Jaleh Square* where much of last 
night's violence occurred, crowds milled around and soldiers 
with loudspeakers and bayonets were all over, moving people 
and breaking up gatherings. At one point, two Western reporters 
were arrested and their films confiscated. Crowds overturned a 
police car and set it afire. Adding to the noise were ambulance 
sirens and army helicopters." (Dec. 3) 

He further continues that: "The bazaar of Tehran, with 
thousands of shops, was closed and surrounded by troops, but 
many people moved in the narrow, winding lanes, stopping to 
read hundreds of pamphlets on the walls and shuttered doors. 
One common cartoon portrayed Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi 
as pharaoh whipping a man, the symbol of the Iranian people. In 
the Shah's hands were a gun and a whip marked 'made in U.S.A.' 
" ... and "From time to time, hundreds of youth would suddenly 
appear carrying a picture of Ayatollah Khomeini, the exiled 
religious leader. The youth, apparently in their early teens, 
shouted slogans like; join us; 'It is a crime for Moslems to be 
silent when murder takes place.' " 

The two reporters mentioned above, were Newsweek 
correspondents who were arrested along with a reporter from the 
London Daily Telegraph. They were arrested when they tried to 
cover a clash outside their hotel. They were taken to the SAVAK 
headquarters, beaten and jailed for several hours (CBS, Dec. 2). 
This clearly shows that the regime does not want its atrocities to 
be reflected outside Iran. 

Demonstrations still continued for the third consecutive 
day on Sunday, Dec. 3, and troops opened fire to break up 
demonstrators. Many people were gunned down, no figure being 
available. Most of the city was still closed due to the continuing 
strike. To further curb the spread of the growing opposition, of 
course under the guise of to "protect the people's children", the 
military government announced that grade schools would have to 
close until Dec. 13. Other branches of the educational system 
had already stopped operation. Anti-Shah dissent and vocal 
opposition have even swept grade schools in recent months. 

On the same day, Ayatollah Khomeini called upon the 
members of the armed forces to desert and disregard orders to 
shoot demonstrators. He also called on oilfield workers to 
resume their strike. Workers' slowdown started the very next day 
and the cut in production which had just returned to normal 
from the previous strike by about one third — two millions 
barrels a day. 

* Jaleh Square is now called Martyrs Square. It was named so in 
early September this year after the Shah 's troops gunned down 
some demonstrators on this cite. 



Every night after the Friday night killings, while 
demonstrators were clashing with the troops in the streets, 
thousands of people, mainly in poor and working-class 
neighborhoods, were on the rooftops cheering the demonstrators 
on by shouting "Allah-u-Akbar" (God is great above all). CBS 
reported that white-shrouded demonstrators marched towards 
the lines of soldiers shouting "We are followers of Qur'an, We are 
not afraid of tanks and guns" and "Tanks and guns do not work 
anymore". 

Moslems' demonstrations continued in Tehran and other 
parts of the country for the fourth and fifth day in a row, and 
the Shah's security forces kept on firing into the crowds. On 
Dec. 4, government spokesman announced that a total of 12 
people had been killed, 55 injured and 234 arrested since Friday. 
It clearly contradicted their own figures released over the first 
three days of clashes. The regime is under such a constant 
pressure from the movement that even its propagandist apprartus 
can not function and keep track of their released counts. N.Y. 
Times reported that: "But a check in one hospital today showed 
that there were many more wounded. Two nurses at Gorgani 
Hospital in Central Tehran said: "the wounded are coming in at 
the rate of five to seven an hour.' 'Witnesses said that all of 
Tehran's 30 hospitals were nearly filled with wounded 
demonstrators and in the city's cemeteries many freshly dug 
graves were evident.' The number of dead could not be 
determined but it is believed to be far higher than the 
government figures" (Dec. 5). 

The army reinforced its troops in Tehran on Tuesday, Dec. 
5, following the police killing of a popular local Moslem leader in 
the city of Bushehr. "Sources in Bushehr, where the government 
is building two nuclear power plants, said that Ashuri had been 
making anti-Shah speeches in a mosque and a warrant was issued 
for his arrest. When police surrounded his home, a gun battle 
broke out with the sheikh's supporters. A policeman was also 
killed." (Chicago Sun Times, Dec. 6). 

The very tense political situation resulting from five days 
of continued demonstrations and bloodshed reigned Iran for the 
rest of the week. On Dec. 6, some 120 political prisoners were 
released. The regime has tried over the past few months to fool 
the people and mollify the opposition by making "concessions" 
such as releasing small numbers of political prisoners— out of tens 
of thousands who are still in the Shah's dungeons. While the 
mere fact that freed political prisoners immediately join the 
movement is a gain for the people, intentions of the regime are 
also noteworthy. Least to say is that such moves represent the 
movement's strength and the regime's desperation. Otherwise it. 
is not in the nature of the Shah's dictatorial regime to release 
militant revolutionaries from prison. 

One of the released prisoners was Karim Sanjabi, head of 
"National Front", who had been in detention since Nov. 11. 
"National Front", a loose political coalition with limited popular 
support, is a reminiscent of the Mossadegh era. Being totally out 
of the political scene since early 60's, it has reappeared again due 
to the new political atmosphere in Iran. Nationalist in character 
and political outlook, it has been trying to gain credit by 
capitalizing on the reputation and popularity of Dr. Mossadegh. 
In an effort intended to remain in the movement and stave off 
complete isolation, "National Front" has modified its previous 
positions; i.e., that it would not enter into any negotiation with 
the regime as long as the- Shah is in power. This new stand was 
taken following Sanjabi's meeting with Ayatollah Khomeini in 
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late October. 

The U.S. press and the government have been trying to 
deliberately keep the Islamic movement in obscurity by 
introducing and porpagandizing "National Front" as "the main 
opposition party to the Shah". This U.S. policy of fictional 
enlargement has had in mind to isolate the revolutionary Islamic 
movement and push the "National Front" into the center of 
opposition to the regime. Up to the installment of military 
government, the U.S. policy-makers were much counting on 
"National Front" people to head a possible "coalition 
government." With all its intensive afforts behind the scene, the 
regime did not manage to buy some breathing space by forming 
a new "national coalition" cabinet. This being one of many over 
the past several months, especially after military government was 
installed by the Shah on Nov. 6. The latest failure further 
demoralized the regime and drove it hopeless. 

As Ashura neared, a bloody confrontation on the streets 
seemed all but certain. The regime which had extensively used 
brute force over the past 6 days, and also threatened to crush 
"mercilessly" any demonstration during Dec. 10 and 11, faced a 
very tough situation. On Friday, Dec. 8, demonstrators in 
Isfahan burned down the headquarters of Grumman Corp. (the 
U.S. military-related company), and clashed with troops. This 
incident with its outright anti-imperialist nature, gave additional 
credence to the inevitability of much expected bloody 
confrontations on the streets. In order to temporarily curb the 
spreading revolutionary violence and a trend of continued street 
demonstrations, the military government hastily reversed its 
previous decision to allow demonstrations take place on the two 
days. "We want to avoid a confrontation on the streets", the 
military government spokesman said in a communique on Dec. 8. 
It was a definite retreat for the regime. It seems that the regime 
had reached the conclusion that an all-out confrontation with 

Protesters on march in Tehran thoroughfares, Dec. ll. 



the Moslem masses across the nation would cost them a very 
dear price. A massive massacre on these two days would have 
further aggravated the situation and instabilized the regime. The 
regime backed down to avoid a possible breakdown with army's 
discipline and put a lid to the existing trend of desertion and 
disobedience among the troops. 

In addition to the attack on Grumman, an American 
apartment complex was also bombed in Isfhan on the same day. 
Nobody was hurt in either incident. As in other previous cases of 
bombing, they were intended to give foreigners, Americans in 
particular, a strong warning to leave the country. These two 
attacks sent shock waves through the foreign community in Iran 
and hastened their flee from the country. 

Saturday, Dec. 9, marked a relative calm in Tehran, 
militant demonstrations took place in several provincial cities 
leading to many deaths as troops opened fire. In Tabriz, a 
north-western city, demonstrators and the troops clashed which, 
according to the regime's reports, left about 20 dead. In Qum, 
troops fired into the crowds of demonstrators and killed five 
people. They retaliated by firing back and killed three soldiers. 

Foreigners Leaving Iran in Thousands 

The Shah's reign of terror has for long provided the foreign 
community in Iran with an ideal situation- "a little paradise on 
earth"- while the overwhelming majority of the Iranian masses 
painfully suffered, and still suffer, under the heels of 
foreign-backed dictatorship and foreign-perpetrated economic 
deprivation. The current revolutionary struggle has shattered 
both the Shah's dream of "island of stability and tranquility" 
and his foreign beneficiaries' sense of security. 

The spreading struggle across the country has turned Iran 
into the bedspread of a deep-rooted social revolution which 
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ineviatably would jeopardize the interests of those who have 
come from far away lands to support and maintain in power an 
unpopular bloody regime. Who are these foreigners we are 
talking about? The foreign community in Iran is dominated by 
Americans who are mainly involved in military and 
military-related industries, oil industry and other enterprises 
representing multi-national interests. According to the U.S. 
informed sources, presently there are about 40,000 U.S. military 
personnel in Iran. The bulk of them have been sent to Iran over 
the past 6 years along with the billions of dollars worth of the 
U.S. most sophisticated weaponry to the Shah. They are, in 
fact, running the Shah's army and training his troops. No need to 
say that they have had a direct role in the current bloodshed in 
Iran and are responsible for whatever crimes the Shah's regime 
commits. And the Iranian Moslem people are well aware of this 
fact. 

Then, when the people's righteous calls for freedom is 
answered by the U.S. -made bullets, fired from the U.S. -made 
machine guns in the hands of the U.S.-trained troops, against 
whom should their fury turn? Except against the U.S. 
imperialism and its representatives in Iran; Americans working 
for the regime? It is a fact that under volatile revolutionary 
circumstances, foreigners do not feel secure because that 
country's establishment is more concerned with its survival than 
with the security of its beneficiaries. And this is why so many 
thousands of this community, mainly Americans, have fled Iran 
in the past two weeks. It should be further understood that the 
familiar and oft-repeated slogan "Yankee go home" is obviously 
directed against Yankee imperialism, its institutions and 
agencies, and not against the American people. 

According to some reports, about 4,000 Americans left 
Iran by mid-November following the installment of military 
government and the consequent rising political tension. Other 
reports indicated a higher figure. N.Y. Times of Dec. 7 reported 
that: "as many as 15,000 foreigners have left the country since 
September. Diplomatic sources, however, estimated that up to 
8,000 foreigners, including 5,500 American dependents, have 
left Iran in the last two months." Some other sources put the 
figure for Americans at 10,000 (Wall Street Journal, Dec. 8). 
These conflicting reports and figures mainly arise from the fact 



that the U.S. government does not want the American people 
here to have a clear picture of the situation in Iran. Imminent 
danger to the security of Americans in Iran would inevitably lead 
to the American people's opposition to the U.S. involvement and 
support for the fascist Shah. 

Part of the current exodus of foreigners concerns 
Americans and other nationals, and their dependents, who are 
engaged in highly profitable business enterprises working in Iran. 
Conservative estimates report that about 500 U.S. companies are 
operating in Iran. These people who have been living in a "little 
paradise" for some time and directly benefited from the Shah's 
U.S.-backed dictatorial regime, now feel the danger to their 
welfare and security. During the first week of Moharran, 
especially after incidents in Isfahan, many U.S. companies and 
other foreign enterprises have reconsidered their plans whether 
to stay or leave. "Westinghouse Electric Co. flew out more than 
200 employees and their families Friday in chartered jets from 
Tehran's Mehrabad Airport. American Bell Telephone Co. air 
lifted 400 of its personnel and dependents to Europe. The Italian 
Impreglio and Tessa Construction Co. sent 185 Italian and 
British workers and their families to Rome in a chartered Alitalia 
jetliner." (Chicago Sun Times, Dec. 9). 

Following the eruption and continuation of Moslems' 
demonstrations in early Moharram, the U.S. Embassy in Tehran 
advised Americans to "keep a low key profile" and that "very 
discreet behavior is required" during Moharram. Later, their tone 
turned more serious as violence further spread. Yet, they tried to 
sound as though everything was normal and the Shah had things 
under control. At this stage they announced that leaving Iran 
was a "voluntary decision" at the individual's expense. Soon 
after when they found the situation more serious than what they 
had thought and anticipated, the Defense Department 
announced that "families of American military and civilian 
personnel could leave Iran at the United States government 
expense during the political turmoil there". (N.Y. Times, Dec. 
8). 

The new decision clearly indicated the rising momentum 
of the movement and the growing uncertainty in the U.S. top 
officialdom over the fate of the Shah. It came after Jimmy 
Carter expressed skepticism about the Shah's ability to hang on 
to his CIA-donated, U.S.-maintained throne. This statement 
seemed to have had far-reaching repercussions both in Iran and 
in the U.S. It sowed deep panic among Americans in Iran, and 
more so because Carter took the position. He had several times 
supported the Shah during the very first week of Moharram and 
had expressed confidence in his ability to "weather the current 
crisis". In a move, obviously intended to counter the effects of 
the Carter's statement and also not to further demoralize the 
Shah's shaky regime, the U.S. government announced that 
"there is no plan for a mass evacuation of Americans from Iran"! 

Ashura: Millions Take to the Streets 

As expected in all political circles both inside and outside 
Iran, Dec. 10 and 11 marked two of the biggest protest marches 
in the history of Iran. For two consecutive days, Moslems took 
to the streets of the country and showed their hatred towards 
the Shah, his bloody corrupt regime and the U.S. imperialism, as 
well as other foreign supporters of the Shah. Demonstrators 
called the huge ocean-like waves of people a "referendum in the 
streets". 

On Dec. 10, the day before Ashura, more than two million 

continued on page 8 
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17-POINT RESOLUTION UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED IN TEHRAN, 
ON ASHURA, DECEMBER 11, 1978. 



In the name of God, The Merciful, The Benificent 

The struggling people of Iran renews its links with the historical revolution of Imam Hussein and 
its sacred ideals through a massive and unprecedented march, organized at the invitation of the repre- 
sentatives of the absolute majority of the Iranian people, and declares the following points as the 
resolution of this magnificent gathering: 

1 - Imam Khomeini is the leader of the people, and his demands are those of the entire nation. 
This march is a vote of confidence given to him from our heart and soul, time and time again. 
It is as well a sincere and warm praise that the Moslem and struggling people of Iran bestows 
upon its great leader and other prominent Moslem authorities. 

2 - Overthrow of the Shah and elimination of despotic monarchical regime, an end to all 
forms of foreign colonialism which has structural ties with the internal despotism, and true 
transfer of power to the Moslem and struggling people of Iran, are demands of the whole 
nation. 

3 - Establishment of an Islamic just government, based on popular vote, maintenance and 
guarding of our national independence and integrity, and provision of individual and social 
freedom on the basis of Islamic principles and criteria. 

4 - We take the opportune coincidence of this great holy day with the International Human 
Rights Day to declare that not only the provision of natural rights of man is one of the basic 
objectives of our movement, but also Islam itself is the actual and true initiator of human rights. 

5 - Exploitation and foreign colonialism and dependence on imperialism, whether East or 
West, and other dominating foreign powers, in whatever form, must be eliminated. We will 
have relations based on mutual respect for each other's rights and concerns, With all countries 
which do not commit treason to or aggression against our territorial integrity and the interests 
of the Iranian people. 

6 - The social, political and legal rights of all members of the society, religious minorities 
and other nationals living in Iran - who respect our national concerns - are to be respected 
and safeguarded on the basis of human and Islamic considerations. 

7 - True freedom, honor and human dignity of women, as granted by Islam, as well as social 
rights and the opportunity for the full development of all their capacities should be provided 
and secured. 



8 - Enforcement of social justice and security of the rights of workers and peasants, 
provision of the opportunity for their full enjoyment of the fruits of their labor. 



and 
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9 - Any form of legal and social discrimination and exploitation of man by man, and unjust 
use of class force and economic domination which leads to the accumulation of huge wealth on 
the one hand and poverty of the individual on the other, must be uprooted. 

10 - True economic independence, revival of agriculture and development of an independent 
industry, for self-sufficiency and freedom from dependence on foreign powers, just be achieved. 

11 - We approve and praise the strikes by employees of government institutions and private 
sector which have struck a fatal blow against the decaying apparatus of the regime, and in 
the meantime, have provided the general populace with the basic needs as much as possible. 

12 - We deem it necessary to advise the self-sacrificing people of Iran to tolerate with patience 
rather insignificant shortages caused by strikes, have necessary cooperation to provide essential 
needs of others, and seriously avoid hoarding and overcharging of consumer goods. 

13 - We consider stationing of troops in the streets to be against the people, and as a betrayal 
to both the army and the people. And the army must know that its Islamic, human and 
national duty is to fight against foreign enemies, and not the people. 

14 -The regime's unfounded propaganda concerning the infiltration of international com- 
munism into the Islamic and national movement of Iran, and its resort to destruction and 
setting deliberate fires* to discredit the Moslems' struggle, will not be able to weaken our 
enlightened people's resolve whose only source of motive are Qur'an, Islam and patriotism. 

15 - We hail and always honor the memory of all the martyrs of the Islamic movement in Iran, 
notably those martyred in the past 15 years, who drew their inspiration from Imam Hussein's 
revolution , and have had a significant share in the advancement of the aims of our struggle. 

16 - All political prisoners and exiles, whose only crime is defense of justice, Islam and the 
country, must be allowed to return to their homes. 

17 - Until the above aims are achieved, the conscious struggle of the people will continue in 
various forms. No intrigues, rumors, slanders, agitation or attacks by the regime, can prevent 
our people from pursuing their liberation movement. 

Victory to the just struggle of the Iranian Moslem people 
led by Imam Khomeini 



* Referring to fires made by the regime to distort the nature of the people's movement; i.e., 
fire in the Rex Theatre in Abadan in August 1978, and setting fire to the property of common 
people. It should be mentioned that in the course of popular demonstrations, people have 
attacked certain Buildings and institutions, while unattended, and have set them ablaze. 
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people marched in Tehran for nearly six hours. "Old men, 
mothers carrying babes in arms, women wearing full-length veils, 
laborers, white-collar workers, professional men and especially 
many young men took part in the march which started in seven, 
locations." (The Washington Post, Dec. 11). In spite of the 
military government restrictions for entry into the capital; i.e., 
roadblocks turning away incoming vehicles, tens of thousands of 
peasants from the surrounding areas joined the march. 

They carried thousands of portraits of Ayatollah Khomeini 
and blhners, in Persian, Arabic and English, attacking the regime 
and in support of the Islamic movement. A major theme of the 
marchers' chants was directed against the U.S. imperialism for its 
involvement in Iran and the full-fledged support for the Shah. 

Thousands of banners with verses from Qur'an and other 
Islamic slogans and chants positively and clearly proved the 
Islamic nature of the movement. The great size of the 
demonstration served as an indication to the strength of the 
movement. It proved to the regime that no military might could 
stop Moslems from organizing and staging this gigantic protest 
march. It was in anticipation of this mass movement that the 
regime dropped its previously-announced ban on demonstrations 
on this day and the next. 

The army had withdrawn from the main streets and 
concentrated its tanks and troops in the northern rich section of 
the city. They had surrounded the Shah's palace, Niavaran, and 
residential quarters of foreigners, also located in the rich section 
of Tehran. Apart from edging off confrontation which would 
lead to unpredictable consequences for the regime, the military 
government kept troops away from the parade route so that they 
would not be affected by the marchers chants and slogans. Mass 
demonstrations in early September (Sept. 4 and 7) already had 
left their demoralizing impact on the Shah's troops. Sources 
both inside and outside Iran have reported of many cases of 
disobedience and outright mutiny in the Shah's army before and 
after Bloody Friday massacre (Sept. 8). 

The protest rally started at central Tehran and marched 
along Shahreza Ave. towards the west of the capital. The huge 
crowd then gathered- around Shahyad (remembrance of the 
king), a modernistic monument constructed by the regime in 
1970 on the occasion of the Shah's celebration of the 25th 
centenial of the establishment of monarchy in Iran, ghahyad 
Square was officially renamed "Khomeini Square" by the crowd. 
Sunday demonstration ended late in the afternoon and Moslem 
leaders called for another protest march on Ashura.. 

No clashes took place in Tehran. In Hamadan, 200 miles 
southwest of Tehran, a Moslem guerrilla seriously wounded the 
city's govenor and killed his bodyguard. He was killed in the 
ensuing gun battle with the police (The Washington Star, Dec. 11). 

Ashura protest march in the capital as on Sunday started 
from central Tehran and ended at Khomeini Square. It was even 
a bigger show of force by Moslems for the second day in a row. 
CBS reported that more than two million people took to the 
streets of Tehran shouting "Death to the Shah" There are 
reports from Iran indicating that more than three million 
people— out of 4.5 million residents of Tehran— participated in 
the gigantic demonstration. Similar mass demonstrations were 
held in other Iranian major cities. It is said that around 7 million 
people took part in these militant demonstrations all over the 
country. 

On Monday, too, protesters carried banners calling for the 
overthrow of monarchy and establishment of an Islamic 
government. They carried Ayatollah Khomeini's portrait in great 



profusion, along with posters of late Mujahid Dr. Ali Shariati, 
and those of martyred fighters of the Organization of 
Mujahideen of the People of Iran— an Islamic guerrilla 
organization active since 1971. They also carried the emblem of 
O.M.P.I. to show their support for Mujahideen and their 
revolutionary armed struggle. 

In addition to banners in Arabic and Persian, there were 
many banners in English reading: "We will kill Iran's dictator"; 
"Death to the American establishment"; "We will destroy 
Yankee power in Iran". Demonstrators covered the Shahyad 
monument with graffiti such as "the Shah is a dog chained to the 
Americans" and "Yankee go home". 

Some of the chants repeated over and over were: 'The 
Shah and his family must be killed"; "the struggle will continue 
until victory is won"; "arms for the people"; "Wait until we get 
arms"; "the American King should be hanged"; "Shah, if you 
don't get the message, you'll get it from the barrel of a machine 
gun"; "Tanks and guns don't work anymore', the movement will 
continue until the traitorous Shah is dead, even if we are 
showered with bullets day and night"; "We don't submit to 
oppression, sacrifice our lives for freedom, demolish thePahlavi 
dynasty, Death to the Shah, Death to the Shah"; "The only way 
to salvation: belief, struggle (jihad), martyrdom" and 
"Monarchical system is the origin of corruption" (It should be 
mentioned that the Persian version of the above slogans is 
rythmical). 

In Khomeini Square, Moslem leaders read to the crowd a 
17-point resolution. "The resolution declared Khomeini their 
leader and called for the overthrow of the regime, abolition of 
'foreign imperialism from Iran' and release of all political 
Drisonerj" (The Indianapolis Star, Dec. 12). 

As on Sunday, the army had withdrawn from the central 
and southern part of the city, only to concentrate on the 
northern part of the capital. "The massive demonstration in the 
capital forced 59-year void Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi and his 
family to remain in the vast Niavaran palace in northern Tehran, 
protected from his enemies by a wall of Iranian military armor" 
(The Indianapolis Star, Dec. 12). Later in the evening, the army 
moved back into the city to effect martial law and curfew hours, 
and resume its previous ban on public gatherings. 

Along with mass demonstrations all over the country, went 
pulling down of the Shah's statues in several cities. In Isfahan, 
where more than half a million people demonstrated, 4 of the 
Shah's statues were brought down and demolished. A bank and 
two movie theatres, closed at the time, were also set to fire. 
Demonstrators then attacked the SAVAK headquarters and 
damaged it. In Mashad, 3 statues of the Shah and a statue of his 
father were demolished. Demonstrators also stormed the Hyatt 
Hotel. They set the ground floor ablaze. There were similar 
attacks on such centers in other parts of the country. 

And such was the procession of two days of Moslems' mass 
rallies against the Shah's regime and the U.S. imperialism, and in 
unequivocal support for the Islamic movement and 
establishment of an Islamic government. These huge 
demonstrations only represent part of the continuing 
multi-faceted struggle of the Iranian Moslem people. They 
represented both the ideological and political dimensions of the. 
movement. Many Islamic guerrilla organizations and groups 
contribute to this revolutionary struggle through their armed 
operations. 

In an interview with NBC, Ayatollah Taleghani, the 
76-year-old revolutionary Moslem leader who was released from 
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jail in late October, said that the Islamic movement is struggling 
against the Shah's regime and the present system, and that it 
may take more than one generation before final victory is 
achieved. He was the first Moslem leader to call for the mass 
demonstrations on Dec. 10 and 11. 

Flare up of the Moslems' militant struggle during 
Moharram, culminating in the two days of general strike and 
massive marches across Iran, directly arises from the 
deep-rootedness of Islam and its exalted values in the society. 
The slogans: "Everywhere is Karbala, and everyday is Ashura" 
and "Iran has become Karbala, and everyday has become 
Ashura", written on the cities' walls and banners carried by 
protesters, and chanted time and time again during the 
procession of demonstrations, indicate the unbreakable 
historico-ideological bonds that tie the Iranian Moslem people to 
Imam Hussein's revolution (Karbala — battleground between 
Imam Hussein and his companions, and King Yazid's army). 

These and other similar slogans and chants stand for the 
Moslems' awareness of the nature of oppression and oppresive 
systems, and the necessity of relentless struggle against such 
systems - monarchy for example. In fact, they see their current 
revolutionary struggle in Iran as the historical continuation of 
true Islam against the rule of oppression and exploitation of man 
by man. 

Jimmy Carter's Dilemma 

and 

U. S. Desperation 



The continuing revolutionary struggle in Iran and the 
ever-deteriorating position of the regime, and the Shah himself 
personally, has faced the U.S. with a tough situation. The final 
collapse of the present regime in Iran, and more so the 
imminent downfall of the Shah, means a lot to the U.S. 
imperialism. Huge economic, political and military interests in 
Iran and the whole Middle East, are in clear jeopardy. It is a 
foregone conclusion that if the Shah's regime is overthrown, the 
U.S .-desired-maintained stability of the region will be disrupted 
radically. And the surging movement in Iran has brought the 
shock waves of panic closer to home in Washington. Foreign 
policy statements by Carter and other big officials in the U.S. 
administration bear witness to this fact. 

Now the major question in Washington is not whether the 
Shah is in real trouble, rather whether he can survive. Their basic 
problem is how to keep him in power and save their immediate 
and long-run interests, with obviously the latter in mind. In 
recent weeks, especially since the start of Moharram, Jimmy 
Carter has grabbed every opportunity to express the U.S. 
government and his personal commitment to the survival of the 
embittered Shah. 

On Nov. 30, Jimmy Carter said: "We have confidence in 
the Shah. We support him and his efforts to change Iran in. a 
constructive way ....". And it is everybody's knowledge that he 
considers himself the very true champion of "human rights", 
though he seems not to care about his inconsistency in taking 
positions and setting foreign policy guidelines. When compared 
with his shameless support for the continued rule of the Shah, 
Carter's demogogical rhetoric on the 30th anniversary of the 



Universal Declaration of Human Rights, deeply betray the real 
treacherous intentions behind the decorated mask of "human 
rights". He said "As long as I am President, the Government of 
the United States will continue to enhance human rights. No 
force on earth can separate us from that commitment". And he 
further added that "Human rights is the soul of our foreign 
policy". It seems that all-out backing of the Shah's dictatorial 
regime and facilitation of bloodshed in Iran are the "soul" 
Jimmy Carter talks about. Jimmy Carter's sole concern is that 
Iran should be kept under the U.S. domination, and that needs 
to be done by whatever means possible and at whatever cost. 
Who should care that Jimmy Carter is a liar? 




Carter and the Shah's 18-year-old son; Mr. "Human Rights" in 
the process of making another Shah for Iran 



On Dec. 7, in the midst of continuing demonstrations and 
ongoing bloodshed in Iran, Carter said that he did not know 
whether the Shah of Iran could survive the current political 
upheaval. He took this position at a time that the CIA's reports 
indicated the Shah's chances of survival being less than 50-50, 
and the Israeli intelligence had reached the conclusion that the 
"post-Shah" era had already begun. His position, reflecting the 
extreme shakiness of the Shah's regime and the U.S. limited 
choices in handling the situation short of military intervention, 
caused major concern here in the States and abroad. "One result 
was the extraordinary statement by the president Thursday that 
the Shah might fall. That comment drew a furious reaction from 
Tehran and excited something like panic among rulers of the oil 
states in the Arabian peninsula. It was made off the wall and 
appalled most government officials who finally prevailed upon 
the White House to issue a formal claim that the president had 
been misunderstood " (The Washington Post, Dec. 10). 

Carter was quick enough to call a meeting with reporters 
to "clarify" his position! "White House press secretary Jody 
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Powell said the President was 'very concerned about erroneous 
interpretations' in some published reports of his remarks at a 
breakfast meeting with reporters Thursday 'that suggested a 
change in U.S. policy' toward the Shah". (Chicago Sun Times, 
Dec.9). In this instance, too, Carter said that he did not mean 
what he had said the day before! He then reaffirmed the U.S. 
commitment to the survival of the Shah, recent setting up of an 
interagency study on American policy options in the Persian 
Gulf. George W. Ball, a veteran politician and Under Secretary in 
the Kennedy and Johnson Administrations, had been asked by 
Carter to head the study. Such moves by the U.S. government 
clearly manifest their deep embarrassment over the situation in 
Iran. 

Another cornerstone of Jimmy Carter's talk about Iran has 
been to "rule out" the possibility of any direct military action in 
favor of the Shah. Presence of around 40,000 U.S. military 
personnel in Iran and their vital role in running the Shah's army 
seems to be something that Carter does not consider "direct 
action". 

It was mentioned before that as a result of Carter's 
expressed doubt about the Shah's future, many Americans in 
Iran were panicked and hastily packed up to leave. While there 
was an unprecedented rush on Mehrabad Airport, it was closed 
down for 48 hours and all commercial flights were cancelled. 
Surprising, but for good reasons, as it was known later! 

CBS reported on Saturday, Dec. 9, that "the U.S. military 
cargo planes were shuttling in and out of the country, unloading 
riot-control equipment and loading Americans leaving Iran". It 
was also reported that Israeli planes, too, flew in to bring some 
more riot-control gear. Does this not constitute military action 
in Iran? Whom is Jimmy Carter trying to fool? 

While Carter tries to make the American people believe- 
that the U.S. is not involved in the internal affairs of Iran, hard 
facts point to the contrary. For example, Marvin Zonis, political 
science professor at the University of Chicago and an expert on 
Iran who has been counseling the U.S. officials on the present 
situation in Iran, believes that "We are involved in Iran up to our 
ears on a day to day basis. It is not merely the statement made 
by President Carter today, but the American Embassy in Iran is 
as involved in the running of Iran right now as anybody else in. 
that entire country" (PBS, McNeil-Lehrer Report, Dec. 12). 

In a move openly contradicting Jimmy Carter's public 
rhetoric, the U.S. government has been bolstering the U.S. 
Embassy staff in Iran. "The ostensible purpose of the influx is to 
provide regular staff members with help to cope with an 
increased workload arising from the crisis. But the influx is also 
intended to strengthen American efforts to support Shah 
Mohammad Reza Pahlavi and his government at a time of danger 
to the monarchy." (N.Y.Times, Dec. 14). The same report' 
continues that "The new arrivals, according to the embassy 
sources, include a number of Central Intelligence Agency 
specialists on Iran, in addition to diplomats and military 
personnel. Some have served in Iran before and have been sent 
back because of their experience." This move gains more 
significance at the face of the regime's ever-deteriorating position 
and the U.S. lack of viable alternatives. If the U.S. could topple 
the nationalist government of Dr. Mossadegh in 1953 through a 
CIA-directed military coup, today the situation is much 
different. A military coup which apparently removes the Shah to 
keep Iran under the U.S. domination, would not change 
anything. The strong nationwide popular movement and the 
powerful Moslem leadership is able to wreck any such plan. In 



addition, mere removal of the Shah from the political scene, 
aside from the Islamic movement's response, would cause major 
disruptions in the existing system and disintegrate the regime 
itself (Shah's army in particular). 

Search for a viable alternative in Iran has been going on in 
Washington for quite a while. On Nov. 2, a special meeting took 
place in the White House in which a high-level group of the U.S. 
government participated. According to the N.Y. Times, State 
Department suggested that the Shah be either forced to bring 
"his opponents into a coalition government" or abdicate. "In the 
end;however, it was decided that the United States had no real 
alternative but to offer unconditional support for the Shah" 
(N.Y. Times, Nov. 15). Following the meeting, Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, Carter's national security adivsor, called the Shah, 
"telling him that the White House would give full backing to any 
effort he took to restore order". Two days later, the Shah 
installed the military government. 

Now that the military government has failed to put the 
Shah's shaky house in order, the U.S. has again faced a very 
tough situation. The Shah has already played all his cards, and 
the movement is stronger than ever. That is why the U.S. is busy 
behind the scene trying to work out a "compromise" solution 
between the Shah and his opponents. These days there is much 
talk about the "civilian coalition government" which is supposed 
to save the Shah's regime and the U.S. interests. The U.S. is 
trying hard to turn its bloody pet dictator into a "constitutional 
monarch". This alternative has failed over the past several 
months, it is highly improbable to work under the current 
revolutionary circumstances. The ever-widening ocean between 
the Shah's regime and its imperialist master in Washington, and 
the Iranian people is just too wide to be bridged. 

As indicated before, the Iranian Moslem people are 
determined to arm themselves to rise against the system and 
overthrow monarchy. They are well aware of the U.S. 
imperialism's deeply entrenched involvement in Iran and are more 
than ready to fight it out all the way until Yankee domination is 
removed from Iran once and for all. There is only one direction 
for the people and the Islamic movement; intensification of the 
revolutionary struggle in all forms, especially armed struggle. The 
ever-increasing armed operations by guerrilla organizations, and 
people's attacks on police stations and troops in the course of 
popular demonstrations, are good and timely responses to such 
an urgent necessity. 

"Pro Shah" Demonstrations or 
Savak-Military Joint Orchestra 

While mass demonstrations on Monday, Dec. 1 1 (Ashura) 
went without major confrontation and bloodhshed in most parts 
of the country, it took another turn in Isfahan. Demonstrators' 
attacks on SAVAK headquarters, two police stations, banks, 
theatres and pulling down of 4 of the Shah's statues, led to 
clashes with the troops which left, according to the regime's 
figures, 5 dead and many more injured. 

Following these killings, demonstrations in Isfahan 
continued on Tuesday, Dec. 13, and the troops' reprisal and 
indiscriminate shooting turned the city into a bloodbath. "Two 
days of fierce street battles between troops and anti-Shah 
demonstrators have killed at least 40 people and wounded more 
than 600 at Isfahan, Iran's second largest city, reliable medical 
sources reported Tuesday" (Chicago Sun Times, Dec. 13). There 
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are reports that, in fact, hundreds were massacred by army 
gunfire. Helicopters hovering in the air also took part in the 
shooting. 

After the mass protests of about half a million people 
throughout the city, General Naji, the local martial law 
administrator, appeared on television on Monday night and 
openly threatened people. "He promised them that he would get 
tough and issued orders removing restraints from his 12,000 
crack troops" (N.Y. Times, Dec. 14). This was the pretext for 
Tuesday's shoot-to-kill order. 

The army's brutality was not merely limited to shooting 
demonstrators, rather on anybody in sight. In an interview with 
CBS on Wednesday, Dec. 14, a surgeon in one of the Isfahan 
hospitals said that "troops shot demonstrators and anybody who 
tried to help the wounded." He further added that they "even 
shot at people who had gone to the hospital to donate blood." 
Yet, this was not the whole story. "The military is threatening to 
cut off power in the city, the doctor said. If that happens, many 
of these people will die because we will not be able to treat them 
or keep them on life-support systems" (Chicago Sun Times, Dec. 
13). Ralph Schoenman, an American human rights activist just 
returned from Iran has more horror stories of the troops' and 
SAVAK atrocities in Isfahan and surrounding cities. 
"Schoenman said the worst reports he heard in Najafabad came 
from the hospital, where doctors told us that SAVAK agents 
kept storming the wards, cutting tubes giving the wounded 
intravenous feedings and dragging the wounded away". He 
quoted the doctors as saying "police told the arrested wounded, 
'We didn't shoot you so you could live. We shot you so you 
would die, and you will die" (Chicago Sun Times, Dec. 18). 
Schoenman said he and his Iranian colleagues were arrested by 
SAVAK in a hospital when they protested the arrest of a hospital 
employee by agents. "On the way to headquarters, one agent hit 
me in the jaw and the side of the head with the butt of his 
automatic weapon. Then he hit me repeatedly, cursing in 
Persian." Once at headquarters, Schoenman said, he and three 
Iranian colleagues were "pretty brutally kicked for about 20 
minutes". These factual reports only partly reflect the extent of 
the troops' and the SAVAK brutalities in Isfahan and other 
cities. 

In addition to all these, troops started a 
counter-revolutionary campaign throughout the city. They 
streamed through the streets forcing people to shout for the 
Shah - and beating them if they refused. "Diplomatic sources 
said troops roamed the battered streets, smashing the windows 
of stores displaying portraits of exiled Moslem leader Ayatollah 
Khomeini ..." (Chicago Sun Times, Dec. 13). As a result of this 
reactionary violent campaign, many people were severely 
injured, their cars damaged and wrecked. 

Reporting from Isfahan, William Branigin from The 
Washington Post wrote: "Soldiers and police joined N the 
demonstrators while guarding them against attack by opposition 
groups. Many soldiers carried clubs, steel bars and lengths of 
cable instead of their automatic rifles". He further continued 
that "Earlier in the day, as troops fired noisily into the air and 
army helicopters circled overhead, soldiers stopped cars that 
displayed pictures of Khomeini or had their headlights on — 
popular sign of opposition. The cars were searched and damaged, 
and the offending drivers and passengers often were pulled out 
and beaten or forced to lie on the ground for long periods." 
(Dec. 13). 

It should be mentioned that the "pro-Shah" 



demonstrators, as widely reported in the U.S. media, comprised 
of the people forced at the bayonet point to join the rally, and 
some politically-naive villagers recruited by the SAVAK and the 
army. This infamous policy is not without precedent. The Shah's 
regime has tried in the past to force or buy — through cash 
payment — some ignorant people, mainly from rural areas and 
among those involved in urban mean professions, to participate 
in its frame-up rallies. And it is not difficult to imagine that 
some ignorant people, for various reasons and under certain 
circumstances, may be drawn into such farcical shows. However, 
' these demonstrations do not purport any genuine feelings for the 
Shah and monarchy among the general populace. 

Similar "pro-Shah" demonstrations took place in several 
cities such as Mashad, Tehran, Yazd and Kashan. In Tehran and 
Mashad, according to sources from Iran, this 
counter-revolutionary campaign did not even get off the ground. 
People fought back against the bunch of hired hands of the 
regime and the whole new manoeuvre fell flat. It was only in 
Isfahan that the army managed to put the show together. The 
"pro-Shah" voilent demonstrations by "royalist" forces 
(SAVAK and army) were just too phony to have their intended 
effects. 

This is not the first time the regime resorts to such 
shameless reactionary moves. In mid-October, while mass 
demonstrations swept across Iran, armed "loyalist" tribesmen 
stormed two western cities and massacred many people. Soon 
afterwards, the regime also resorted to "gypsies" and "slum 
dwellers" in Kerman to cover its bloody attack on and burning 
of the city's grand mosque. During the same incident, while 
club-wielding "slum-dwellers" were battling the Moslems who 
had rushed out of the mosque, troops opened fire into the crowd 
and killed many people. 

The regime had tried its hand under a similar guise in 
November 1977. Civilian-clad SAVAK agents and the Imperial 
Guard commandoes chanting "pro-Shah" slogans, armed with 
uniform clubs, chains and brass-knuckles, attacked student 
demonstrators and Moslems' gatherings in various occasions. This 
scandalous plot, too, proved to be a clumsy and hopeless effort 
in trying to cheat the people and boost support for the utterly 
unpopular Shah. Even the U.S. press with its distortive and 
reactionary approach to the situation in Iran, has not been able 
to conceal the true nature of these SAVAK -organized-directed 
"loyalist" demonstrations. 

The regime's most recent hopeless- manoeuvre came after 
two days of massive nationwide demonstrations against the 
regime and the Shah himself. The shaky regime, having been 
totally discredited in Iran and among the world public opinion, 
had no other alternative but to play its worn-out age-old card. 
The new SAVAK-military joint orchestra had certain objectives 
in mind. One was to boost the morale of the already demoralized 
and cracking security forces. Another was to intimidate the 
general populace through brutality and savage atrocities, and to 
sow panic among the people and, perhaps, discourage 
opposition. A third and important aim of these demonstrations 
was to give the world public opinion the impression that the 
Shah still commands some substantial support among the people. 
But, such farcical moves further aggravate the situation, infuriate 
the people and expose the regime's utter desperation. They 
merely serve to intensify the people's rage and hatred towards 
the regime. 
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O.I.M.S. Demonstration in Washington, Dec. 10 & 1 1 



As Moharram drew closer and struggle in Iran picked up, 
O.I.M.S. decided to hold a central demonstration in Washington, 
D.C., on Dec. 10 and 1 1. We set these dates due to the fact that 
we expected mass demonstrations to be held by Moslems in Iran. 
We were well aware of the fact that only an Islamic organization 
can properly and honestly reflect, introduce and support the 
current revolutionary Islamic movement in Iran. Other Iranian 
student groups also defend the Iranian people's movement, yet, 
there seems to be a consistent and deliberate policy to hide the 
movement's clearly Islamic nature and depict it as 
"non-ideological" and "democratic". Such efforts are 
bent upon depriving fhei heroic Iranian people of their 
ideological identity as believers in Islam and followers of 
Qur'an. Truely, this identity has shaped and directed their 
struggle for a long time and has enhanced its revolutionary 
momentum in the course of the past year's relentless struggle. 
Without going into details, it only suffices to mention that any 
efforts aiming at distorting the Islamic nature of our people's 
movement mainly arises from sectarian interests and subjective 
interpretation of objective realities of the movement. 



The two-day demonstration in Washington was very 
effective in taking the question of Iran and the Islamic 
movement to the American people. Thousands of leaflets were 
distributed among passers-by during both days. This defense 
action was particularly successful due- to its timing. We were 
demonstrating here in the U.S. at a time that millions of Iranian 
Moslem people were protesting against the Shah's regime and the 
U.S. imperialism all over Iran. 

Some of our chants and slogans, also written on banners 
and placards in English and Persian, were: "Death to the Shah"; 
"Shah is a U.S. puppet, Down with the Shah"; "God is great 
above all"; "Long live Khomeini, Long live Mujahid"; "Victory 
to the Islamic movement in Iran"; "Victory to the armed 
struggle in Iran"; "U.S. advisors, CIA agents, out of Iran"; 
"Independence, Freedom, Islamic government"; "Free all 
political prisoners in Iran"; "Carter's human rights, Flood of 
blood in Iran"; "Long live Palestine"; "Down with Zionism" and 
"Down with the world Imperialism headed by the U.S. 
imperialism." Q 




O.I.M.S. central demonstration in Washington, B.C., Dec.10-11. 
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CRIMINAL SHAH FLEES IRAN IN TEARS 



The Shah of Iran fled the country on Tuesday, Jan. 16, 1979. He 
left Iran secretly, obviously fearing that even his life would be 
taken. His dictatorial authority and absolute powers, thought to be 
unquestionable under the U.S. patronage even a year ago, had 
been hammered at and shrunk almost to nil. On the way out of the 
country, the bloody dictator was openly crying for his lost throne. 
Washington, his beloved source of inspiration and power, could no 
longer keep him at the helm. With the Shah's hasty flee a new 
chapter opened in the current revolutionary struggle. 

The Shah's escape was a joyous victory for the people. As soon 
as words went around that the Shah was gone, hundreds of 
thousands of people took to the streets of Tehran and other cities 
celebrating his departure. Automobiles turned their headlights on 
and kept on honking — popular sign of opposition. Laughing people 
hugged, kissed and congratulated each other, Persian treats and 
cakes were distributed on the streets. Demonstrators tore up pic- 
tures of the Shah and his family, and displayed portrait of 
Ayatollah Khomeini. While shouting "Death to the Shah" and 
"Long live Khomeini", they called for the overthrow of monarchy 
and establishment of an Islamic republic. Many statues of the 
Shah and those of his father, Reza Khan, were pulled down from 
their stands and demolished. After a year of continuous bloodshed 
and mourning, the day was a happy one. 

The Shah's fall from power is a significant gain for the people 
due to his central role in the regime and all his crimes over the 
past 37 years. The person of the Shah represented reaction, 
repression, corruption and foreign domination. The movement's 
push to drive him from the throne was violently opposed by the 
U.S. and its U.S. -trained-equipped security forces. The U.S. in- 
sistence on keeping him on the Peacock Throne arose from the fact 
that he was implacable, and that his fall would futher disintegrate 
the regime's apparatus and disrupt the army. The U.S. policy- 
makers had no choice but to stick to him and, for some time this 
year, openly encouraged him to adopt tough policies; i.e., install- 
ment of military government in early November. This get-tough 
policy not only did not work, but instead further radicalized the 
situation. In spite of all the killings and bloodshed, the Islamic 
movement kept up its pressure and drove the U.S. and the regime 
desperate. 

The Shah's fall came after decades of continuous struggle — with 
all its ups and downs — and after a year of heroic fight by the Iran- 
ian Moslem people. At the end of a year of relentless bloody strug- 
gle; involving massive bloodshed and destruction, tens of 
thousands of lives and nationwide general economic hardship and 
suffering, the Islamic movement managed to remove one of the 
main stumbling blocks on its way to final victory. The Shah's 
removal from the political scene, given his central key role in the 
present regime, the main coordinator of the system, and the 
strongest guarantor of the U.S. interests in Iran, certainly is a 



great victory for the whole nation at this stage of the struggle . Yet, 
it is not the end goal of the movement. It is only a step forward. 

It is, however, necessary to point to the long-run nature of the 
Islamic movement and its final goal of establishing a true Islamic 
system. A long and hard process of struggle is ahead of the move- 
ment before it can totally demolish the present dominant system 
(peripheral parasitic capitalism), destroy all vestiges of foreign 
domination and uproot oppression. 

As regards Iran's importance and the watchdog role the Shah's 
regime has so far played in preserving the status quo in Iran and 
the whole region, one can hardly underestimate the grave impact 
of the Islamic movement on the political set up in the Gulf area and 
beyond. The U.S. government is extremely disturbed at the 
Shah's ouster and the imminent danger of Moslems' take-over in 

continued on page 7 




Once a blood-thirsty dictator, the Shah escapes Iran in tears. 
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BAKHTIAR GOVERNMENT: 
THE U.S. LAST DESPERATE RESORT 



Civilian Cabinet Called in by The Shah 

On Saturday, Jan. 6, 1979, the beleaguered Shah of Iran official- 
ly appointed a new civilian cabinet headed by Shahpur Bakhtiar. 
The new cabinet replaced the military government of Gen. 
Gholam-Reza Azhari, chief of the armed forces, which had been 
installed by the Shah on Nov. 6, 1978. Formation of this ad- 
ministration came after 3 weeks of deceitful attempts by the U.S. 
and the Shah to change the military government. While the U.S. 
government originally gave the Shah carte blanche to go ahead 
with military rule, it seems that the U.S. top policy-makers finally 
had come to the conclusion that the "get-tough" policy had failed 
to achieve their desired ends. Gen. Azhari's government was sup- 
posed to effectively suppress the movement and force strikers 
back to work; in one word, its plan was to put the Shah's house in 
order. Much to the desperation of the Shah and the U.S., nothing 
was achieved. 

The U.S. -Shah push for a new non-military "liberal" face arose 
from the very critical and ever-worsening economic and political 
situation that followed Dec. 10 and 1 1 massive demonstrations by 
Moslems. Those two days clearly showed the strength of the 
Islamic movement and the people's determination to continue the 
struggle. Staging of "pro-Shah" rallies in several cities — or- 
chestrated by the SAVAK and the army — and the troops savage 
atrocities during the course of these "demonstrations", only 
served to further enrage the Moslem masses. Contrary to the 
regime's expectations, they did not, in fact, could not whip up any 
"royalist" sentiments among the general populace. Instead, they 
gave rise to another wave of demonstrations across the country 
and pushed the regime into an impasse. 

Continuing demonstrations in the streets and brutal killings by 
the troops — coupled with the on-going strike in the oilfields and 
other sectors of the economy — brought extreme pressure on the 
regime and its ability to manoeuvre was almost reduced to nil. 
Another factor which shook the regime's apparatus and sent shock 
waves through the backbones of Washington policy-makers was 
the growing signs of unrest within the ranks of the Shah's army. 
An increasing trend of disobedience, desertion and many cases of 
outright mutiny among troops brought the rising danger of crack 
in the army closer to home. The Shah's sole source of reliance was 
cracking. It was no jokes; the Shah's Prussian-type army was 
showing strains. 

Simultaneously, the U.S. government had reached the conclu- 
sion — following completion of an interagency study headed by 
George W. Ball — that some urgent changes were to be made to 
save the Shah's regime from total collapse. In addition, the surg- 
ing movement in Iran was taking an unprecedentedly sharp anti- 
American twist, anti-foreign in general. Obviously, their only 
choice was a civilian cabinet with a "liberal democratic" posture. 
Their "stick" policy had completely failed, now was the time to try 
a "carrot"! 



The Movement's Response to the New Government. 

The people's response to the U.S. -Shah latest plan was im- 
promptu, categorical and unanimous. The new government and its 
head, Shahpur Bakhtiar, were immediately denounced. People's 
denunciation of Bakhtiar made it crystal clear that they are well 
aware of the regime's nature and the Shah's hopeless efforts, as 



well as of the U.S. major role behind the whole show. Even before 
Bakhtiar's government was officially approved by the Shah (Jan. 
6), demonstrators were shouting "Bakhtiar, the powerless ser- 
vant" and "Bakhtiar, henchman of the American imperialists" 
(UPI, Jan. 3. 1979). Washington Post, Jan. 2, reported that: 
"Slogans condemning Bakhtiar have appeared on walls in Tehran 
and demonstrators have begun shouting: 'We don't want Shah or 
Shahpur, Down with them both'." 

It was obvious from the very outset that the Shah was trying to 
"appease" the opposition by some hollow concessions and just re- 
main in power. Ayatollah Khomeini immediately denounced the 
new cabinet as illegal. He has made it clear time and time again 
that whoever joins a government with the Shah still in power is 
considered a traitor to Islam, nation and the interests of the peo- 
ple. His strong stand on the new government, given his unique 
position in the leadership of the Islamic movement and nationwide 
popular support, made it all but certain that the people would 
vehemently oppose the incoming cabinet, and further push the 
faltering regime into political bankruptcy and desperation. 



Why Bakhtiar Government at this Time? 

The new civilian government was put together while the 
regime — Shah himself particularly — were under deadly pressures 
by the movement. The country's economy was almost completely 
paralyzed by strikes, walk-outs and work slow-down. Continued 
strike by oilfield workers had brought the oil production to under 
half a million barrels a day, totally shutting off oil exports and cut- 
ting the regime's major source of revenues. Due to the continued 
strikes in the Ministry of Finance, the Central Bank and major 
disruptions in the functioning of other government bureaus, the 
regime's financial apparatus was all but crippled. For several 
months people have refrained from paying taxes or utilities' bills; 
thus adding to the regime's already crumbling finances. 

Along with all these strikes, went the continued militant 
demonstrations by Moslems all across the nation. The regime's 
ability to even temporarily contain the spreading protests was 
almost nil. 

To protest killings all over the country, especially in Isfahan and 
its surrounding townships on Dec. 12 and 13, and in support of the 
striking oil workers, Ayatollah Khomeini called on the entire na- 
tion to go on a general strike on Monday, Dec. 17. Simultaneously, 
Premier General Azhari appeared on national television and 
threatened striking workers and other employees to either return 
to work or face dismissal. The military government has used "every 
means at its disposal, mainly open pressure, to force oil workers 
back to work. Azhari further threatened that striking oil workers 
would be tried in military^tribunals. Two days later, army generals 
flew from Tehran to Ahwaz carrying orders to "begin rounding up 
what Azhari called 'agitators'" (Los Angeles Times, Dec. 17, 
1978). 200 leaders of the workers were arrested as soon as 
generals arrived in town. Strikers were also threatened to be 
deprived of their housing facilities provided by the Oil Company. 
This threat was carried out in the case of many striking workers 
and employees. 

On Dec. 14, troops and a bunch of hired thugs committed one of 
the most brutal acts in the course of their recent atrocities. They 
attacked 3 hospitals in the northern city of Mashad. On their way 
into one of the hospitals, soldiers opened fire on windows and 
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started breaking things around. In addition to two doctors who 
were shot dead and two patients who died because their oxygen 
tent had been unplugged, two infants arid four other employees of 
the hospital were killed by the assailants. Many more were severe- 
ly beaten and wounded. 

By the end of the week demonstrations again picked up and 
bloody clashes followed. In Tehran, on Thursday, Dec. 21, 
thousands of students gathered outside the fenced campus of the 
Tehran University trying to go inside and join about 100 professors 
staging a sit-in, started the day before, to protest closing down ol 
classes by the military government. While using tear gas, troops 
in armored vehicles drove into the crowd and injured some 
students. This was the beginning of the increasing student 
demonstrations which reached a new peak in the coming week, se- 
cond in intensity only to those in early November. On Friday, Dec. 
22, troops opened fire into thousands of Moslems in Mashad 
gathered to protest an army colonel's insult to a local Moslem 
leader. According to doctors at a hospital, 29 had been shot dead 
and 30 wounded (N.Y. Times, Dec. 24). 

On Saturday, Dec. 23, Paul Grimm, an American oil executive 
and manager of Oil Services Company, was executed by an 
underground guerrilla organization in Ahwaz. Two Iranian 
employees of the company; one a senior official and the other a 
production superintendent, were also killed in two separate am- 
bushes the same day. Grimm, an employee of Texaco, was in 
charge of the duties of George Link, director of the services com- 
pany, who was on leave because of a bomb attack on his car about 
a month before. 

Grimm had been warned before about his involvement in the 
operation of the oil company. "Like many American businessmen 
in Iran, Grimm had received telephone and written threats against 
his life during recent weeks, warning him to leave Iran by Jan. 1 or 
face execution. One associate said he had received a written death 
threat on his desk only two weeks ago and had dismissed it" (L.A. 
Times, Dec. 24). Execution of Paul Grimm was not by any means 
an arbitrary choice, as in the case of other Americans executed in 
Iran over the past seven years. Targets are usually picked because 
of their direct link with the regime, and in particular SAVAK or 
the army. N.Y. Times description of Grimm well qualifies him to 
be a proper target for guerrillas. "Mr. Grimm was described as a 
well-liked, forthright executive who found himself 'dealing more 
than he might have wanted to' with the Iranian military. The 
military has been putting pressure on workers to return to oilfield 
jobs, raising threats of dismissal or loss of privileges." (Dec. 24). 

Starting on Saturday, demonstrations in Tehran and several 
other cities spread and continued; this time with a strongly anti- 
American tone. On Sunday, Dec. 24, thousands of demonstrators 
attacked the U.S. Embassy in the capital. Shouting "Go home 
Yankee", "Down with the American Shah" and "Death to Jimmy 
Carter", they tried to storm the embassy. U.S. Marines guarding 
the compound — a 2-acre garden surrounded by walls and high iron 
bars with the main building in its heart, tear gassed the 
demonstrators until the Shah's troops arrived at the scene and for- 
cibly dispersed them. Demonstrators pelted the compound with 
rocks and stones, and set an American car ablaze after allowing its 
Iranian driver to escape. The embassy came under attack twice 
more during the week. 

By mid-week, oil production which had somehow increased 
again dropped down to a new low. Workers walked off their jobs 
and brought oil exports to a complete stop. The production was 
barely sufficient for domestic consumption. Apart from its 
devastating impact upon the regime's finances, stoppage of oil ex- 
ports would subject the regime to outside pressures. Easy access 
to the Iranian oil has been one of the major reasons for the U.S. 
and other Western countries' support for the Shah's regime. Due 
to heavy reliance of Japan, Western Europe, Israel and South 
Africa on Iran's oil, and the U.S. corhmitment to provide and 
secure their oil needs, the new wave of strike and total halt of oil 



exports, caused major concern in these countries. Although the 
U.S. imports from Iran is slightly less than 10 percent of its total 
imports, and of rather mild economic impact at least in the short- 
run, yet the U.S-.~deep concern over the oil situation in Iran arises 
from general economic, political and military-strategic considera- 
tions. 

While the oil situation tightened the screws on the regime, 
demonstrations and clashes went on more frequently and with 
more ferocity. Soldiers on the streets were not only a target of con- 
stant hit-and-run demonstrators, but as well subject to projectiles 
thrown from windows by office workers. Revolt of a whole nation 
against the regime, and the symbol of reaction, the Shah himself, 
was complete. Ceaseless political pressure and a throttling 
economic war faced the regime with the deepest crisis it has ever 
experienced. 

Wednesday, Dec. 27, was a day of a huge demonstration around 
the Tehran University Campus and tens of local demonstrations in 
other places in the capital. It was the fifth day in a row of con- 
tinuous demonstrations and clashes. All day heavy gunfire and 
bursts of automatic machine guns ringed in the air as columns of 
smoke billowed from small bonfires on the streets and the military 
vehicles set ablaze by demonstrators. The huge demonstration 
was a funeral procession for a 27-year-old university professor 
shot dead the day before on a balcony at the Ministry of Higher 
Education. 

An American photographer's description of the situation in 
Tehran during a demonstration provides the reader with some 
ideas about the troops brutality, and the people's resistance. Be- 
ing caught in the midst of a demonstration near the U.S. Embassy, 
he wrote: "Troops meant business — instead of starting out by 
shooting in the air they were leveling their guns and shooting right 
at the demonstrators. They spotted me and chased me — they 
opened fire right at me three times. I had to throw myself under a 
car twice" (UPI, Dec. 28). As regards people's cooperation with 
demonstrators, he has this to say: "Shopkeepers were opening 
their shutters to let demonstrators hide inside and office workers 
were shouting warnings from high windows where they spotted 
troops moving in." 

On top of all other economic difficulties, the regime announced 
rationing on gasoline and kerosene, widely used for both heating 
and cooking. Long queues of people with plastic cans could be 
seen in various parts of the capital. Automobiles also waited in 
long lines to purchase some gasoline. This was the situation more 
or less in all parts of the country, but the capital was the hardest 
hit due to its huge size and a population of nearly 4 million. 

Though there was shortage of fuel to some insignificant degree, 
yet, the regime was playing it up. In fact, the regime was trying to 
cause panic among the general populace and, in a vain hope, whip 
up public sentiments against the movement. Their hope was that 
the existing economic hardships could be turned around to work 
against the opposition. But it was of no avail. In spite of all the suf- 
fering and difficulties, the people resisted militantly. They showed 
their resolute determination to the continuation of struggle. 

Reliable sources from Iran have reported that martial law 
authorities were withholding oil from sale with the obvious reac- 
tionary intention of further pressuring the people. In Ker- 
manshah, a western city with a local refinery, people had been in- 
formed that there was enough oil in the refinery's deposits. When 
they pressured the director of the distribution services to provide 
more fuel to the city, he had said that SAVAK and governor of the 
province were responsible for the shortage. Under the people's 
pressure, then, oil distribution in the city returned to normal! 

In response to the artificial fuel shortage caused by the regime 
and in order to ease pressures on the people, Ayatollah Khomeini 
issued a statement from exile in Paris t calling on the oilfield 
workers to boost production only to meet domestic needs. In the 
same statement he stipulated that before any production raise, ar- 
rested workers must be freed, martial law authorities leave the 
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oilfields and no oil be exported abroad. Furthermore, he called on 
the workers to stop production in case the regime tries to export oil 
to its foreign customers. To administer this, he appointed a five- 
man committee. Under the movement's pressure, the regime 
bowed to these demands. Soon after, oil production for domestic 
needs returned to normal. 

Demonstrations in Tehran and other provincial cities continued 
notwithstanding the troops merciless killings and the hardening of 
the general economic situation. In Tehran, demonstrators were 
telling each other: "the big push is on." In the midst of these all, 
on Friday, Dec. 29, it was announced that the Shah had accepted 
the formation of a civilian government with "wide powers," to be 
headed by Shahpur Bakhtiar. The move was obviously a reflection 
of both the Shah's utter desperation and the U.S. continued and 
increasing pressure for a rather fast solution to the rapidly 
deteriorating situation. The capital was experiencing its 7th day of 
uninterrupted violence. "An American photographer who visited 
the main Beheshte-Zahra cemetery said he saw 14 bullet-ridden 
bodies arrive at a mortuary within half an hour and 'that victims 
seemed to be coming in for burial steadily most of the day" (The 
Washington Post, Dec. 30). 

The Shah's decision to form a new civilian cabinet did not cool 
the situation. In fact, such a bankrupt last-ditch effort could not 
cheat the people and remove them from the streets. In a direct 
response to this deeply critical situation and the prospect of more 
widespread violence, the U.S. Embassy and other embassies en- 
couraged their nationals to leave the country. There has been a 
steady outflow of foreigners during the week-long intensified 
struggle. 50 foreign employees of the Oil Services Co. were 
evacuated from Ahwaz following the execution of Paul Grimm. 
The exodus took a hasty turn following the foreign embassies' of- 
ficial encouragement that "non-essential" personnel and their 
dependents better leave Iran. 

The embassies' warning had a rather frightening impact upon 
foreigners; it led to a sudden rush on Mehrabad Airport. They, 
and all others in their politico-economic position, could only live in 
security and comfort as long as there was a strong and stable Shah 
to safeguard their interests. Now was the time to run before 
everything collapsed. The hectic situation at the airport was 
worsened as workers of the Civil Aviation Organization threatened 
to withhold services from all American and Israeli aircrafts and all 
other planes, except those carrying medical or food supplies. They 
said their "boycott would take effect Monday unless Iran's 
military government bowed to several political demands, in- 
cluding the lifting of martial law and the release of political 
prisoners" (The Washington Post, Jan. 1, 1979). 

All the while hit-and-run demonstrations continued in Tehran, 
and popular rallies were held in other cities; all involving bloody 
clashes with the Shah's troops. In Tabriz, American Consulate was 
attacked by demonstrators who inflicted considerable damage on 
the building before being dispersed by the troops. Turkish Con- 
sulate was also a target of attack. British consular offices came 
under attack in Ahwaz and Shiraz, where demonstrators "asked 
the occupants to leave the building before they were torched" (L. 
A. Times, 31, 1978). In addition, a number of American homes and 
company offices were firebombed or damaged in Ahwaz. In 
retaliation for continued militant demonstrations and attacks on 
such targets, the army in Ahwaz went on a violent rampage and 
opened gunfire into the people. According to diplomatic sources, 
this brutal killing spree left about 200 dead (The Washington Post, 
Jan. 1, 1978). 

The worst of army brutalities occurred in Mashad and Qazvin. 
On Dec. 30, about 500,000 people participated in a peaceful 
demonstration in Mahsad. Demonstrators were attacked from 
behind by troops riding tanks and armored vehicles. One of the 
tanks ran over people and crushed some. It left many dead and 
more wounded. In their revenge for the brutal massacre, the peo- 
ple also killed and hanged three policemen who started shooting at 



people at the police headquarters. They also rushed to the 
women's prison, freed all the inmates and occupied the whole 
building which was turned into temporary residence for some im- 
poverished people. 

The next day (Dec. 31), the army ultra violent rampage started. 
Army units drove out of the city's barracks and started shooting at 
people in sight in the streets, even at people lined up to buy fuel. 
Open, indiscriminate and merciless shooting went on for several 
hours which, according to reliable reports, left more than 700 
dead, thousands injured. 

Qazvin, a city of almost 200,000 people was another target of ar- 
my Nazi-style attacks. The city was turned into a bloodbath and 
mostly ruined by the heavy gunfire by tanks and machine guns. 

The Washington Post's report only partly reflects the horrible 
situation that prevailed the city after the massacre. "Hospital 
sources acknowledge that few casualties have been brought to 
their attention. 'The wounded are afraid soldiers will burst in and 
drag them off for interrogation or worse so they prefer either not to 
come here or to leave quickly,' a staffer said. Many other dead and 
wounded were simply taken to their homes to avoid army detection 
and doctors expressed fears that some had died for lack of medical 
attention" (Jan. 6). 

What happened in Mashad and Qazvin were repeated, though 
at a rather smaller scale, in several other cities such as Ahwaz and 
Kermanshah. These Nazi-type campaigns by the Shah's security 
forces enraged the people and gave further impetus to the continu- 
ing massive nation-wide demonstrations, people's retaliatory at- 
tacks on the JSAVAK agents, army personnel and police stations. 
Ayatollah Khomeini's frequent statements issued from 
Paris— rapidly distributed all over Iran through numerous Islamic 
groups and organizations — were of exclusively detrimental impact 
in guiding the people's struggle at this critical juncture. This has 
been the case all through the year, with his clear and revolutionary 
positions and guidelines in directing the people's proper moves 
and setting the pace of the struggle at every and all critical 
moments of the movement. In the face of the movement's lack of a 
unified organization, his leadership of the struggle has been in- 
dispensable to its great achievements during the past year. 

With the demonstrations continuing unabated, Bakhtiar was 
desperately begging for popular support and the Shah hiding 
himself in his well-protected palace in north Tehran. While every 
day hundreds of thousands of people in the streets were shouting 
"Death to the Shah," "The American Shah must be hanged" and 
"Long live Khomeini," the Shah, as widely reported in the 
Western press, was just confused what to do. New York Times has 
reported that the Shah had been in daily contact with the U.S. Am- 
bassador William Sullivan, seeking advice from Washington what 
move to make next. The U.S. administration, the report contends, 
was pushing him to be decisive in whatever decision he made. 
While he had acted according to the U.S. directive in forming the 
civilian government of Bakhtiar, yet he had a wide range of ques- 
tions for Sullivan, such as : "If the Shah leaves the country, will he 
be able to return as monarch or will events take such a course that 
he will have to remain abroad?"; "If he remains in Iran, will that 
help Mr. Bakhtiar or will it provide a rallying cry for more radical 
elements opposed to the new government?"; "How will the 
military act if he leaves? Will it stage a coup d'etat? Will its unity 
disintegrate?" and "if he decides to leave, should he just an- 
nounce a vacation, or should it be more formal, with the creation of 
a regency council to replace him during his absence?" 

The bloody puppet dictator had been driven so desperate by the 
Moslems' struggle that he had to ask the master what to do to save 
his monarchy and best serve the U.S. interests. And what else 
could be expected from the Shah? His throne was "made in the 
U.S.", it could be saved — if ever — only by Washington. 

People's response to the regime's increasingly fascistic 
measures and bloodshed and economic hardship during the recent 
weeks has been militant, resolute and one of strong social and 
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communal cooperation. The degree of people's care for each 
other, especially for the weak and the needy, has been 
unbelievable. To facilitate and secure fair and smooth provision 
and distribution of the public basic needs and necessities, and to 
stop the military government's reactionary and disruptive in- 
terferences, local people in many cities took over some affairs into 
their hands; i.e., distribution of gas and setting up of local Islamic 
cooperatives selling goods at a lower price than the prevailing 
market price. Such a sense of responsibility and revolutionary fer- 
vor is basically due to the people's Islamic culture and deepening 
Islamic (ideological) consciousness of the masses. Moslem 
leaders, specifically Ayatollah Khomeini, have played a significant 
role in nourishing this high degree of relatedness. 

On Saturday, Jan. 6, while there seemed to be a relative lull in 
the widespread demonstrations and violent clashes between the 
people and the Shah's forces (at least in Tehran), Bakhtiar 
presented his cabinet to the Shah. This was his formal appoint- 
ment as the new premier. The ceremony was not yet over before 
tens of thousands of people took to the streets of Tehran shouting 
"Death to the Shah," "Long live Khomeini" and denounced 
Bakhtiar as a traitor. Ayatollah Khomeini immediately issued a 
statement from Paris condemning the illegal government of 
Bakhtiar and encouraged the people to continue the struggle until 
final victory (for the full text of this statement refer to page 8). 

Protest rallies and consequent bloodshed went on in spite of all 
the "conciliatory" gestures of Bakhtiar including lifting of press 
censorship. When striking newspapers appeared for the first time 
on Jan. 6 after two months of military rule and censorship, their 
coverage of the political situation was directly at the service of the 
movement than otherwise. 

By mid-week, the situation was so tense that even the U.S. of- 
ficially took the position that the Shah. should leave the country. 
With the Shah still in Iran, Washington's bet on Bakhtiar's suc- 
cess was in clear jeopardy. So they urged their long time puppet 
not to ruin Bakhtiar's chances by any further staying in the count- 
ry (The Washington Post, Jan. 9, 1979). 

By the end of the week it was all but certain that the Shah had to 
bow out. Fearing that his departure would mark the end of mon- 
archy and break the army's morale, the Shah formed a regency 
council to "exercise" his authority while being absent. And 
Ardeshir Zahedi left Tehran for the U.S., presumably to prepare 
for the Shah's arrival. Although every effort had been made, both 
by the Shah himself and Bakhtiar, to make it seem as though he 
was going on a "routine winter vacation," it was quite clear to 
everybody that his 37-year rule was coming to an end. 

In the meantime, Bakhtiar was hurriedly trying to finish forma- 
tion of his cabinet and have it approved by the Shah's rubber- 
stamp parliament. He had received vote of confidence from the 
lower house of the parliament several days before. On Monday, 
Jan. 15, upper house of the parliament (Senate) gave its vote of 
confidence as the last act of the show and Bakhtiar formally took 
office. With Bakhtiar officially in the position of premier, and the 
army brought behind him by the U.S., it was all but certain that 
the Shah would soon flee Iran. 

U.S. Pushes for a Civilian Government 

By mid-December, the U.S. government seemed to be rather 
confidant that the Shah could weather the current political 
upheaval and still remain in power as an "effective" leader. Yet, 
at the same time, it was more obvious to any political circle, both 
inside and outside Iran, that continued rule of the military govern- 
ment was by all means indispensable to the Shah's remaining in 
power. The argument within the Carter administration, however* 
was on how long it should remain in office. "The tendency at the 
White House to accept a military government as more than a 
temporary solution to the Shah's problems directly contradicts 
declared State Department policy that the military regime should 



be only a way-station to a civilian coalition government that would 
include some of the Shah's more moderate opponents" (L.A. 
Times, Dec. 14, 1978). While Secretary of State, Cyrus Vance, 
placed more emphasis on "political liberalization" and "coalition 
government", Carter's national security advisor, Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, believed that the Shah should continue with the 
"tough policy". 

The general overriding objective of the U.S. government has 
always been to support the Shah as much as possible to firmly re- 
main in power and keep Iran "stable." The current militant strug- 
gle has already ruined the Shah's ability to do so, and has as well 
forced "smart" officials in Washington to question the wisdom of 
this policy. "Elsewhere in Washington, however, other influential 
officials feel that any prolonged efforts to restore the Shah's 
powers as before will only envenom the crisis, lead to more blood- 
shed, and weaken vital interests of the United States", wrote 
James Reston in N.Y. Times of Dec. 15. This was a reflection of a 
somehow changing mood in the U.S. top officialdom as regards 
the extent of unfledging support for the person of the Shah. It was, 
in fact, an invitation to a policy more oriented towards supporting 
the regime and the status quo — through forging a "coalition" 
government — rather than the dictator himself. 

Those officials in the Carter administration who considered the 
current U.S. official policy damaging to the U.S. long-run in- 
terests, believed that the time was running out and a major push 
for a civilian cabinet was urgently necessary. They held that the 
administration should grab the opportunity and get something 
done before it was too late. As a result of this newly-arrived con- 
clusion, the U.S. Embassy in Tehran was encouraged to establish 
contacts with "the bewildering array of political figures, long inac- 
tive, who are now emerging as opponents of the Shah" (L.A. 
Times, Dec. 25). 

The critical situation in Iran; extreme precariousness of the 
Shah's position and the rising danger to the security of the U.S. in- 
terests in Iran as well as in the whole area, seem to have been so 
alarming that the whole foreign policy crew came to a rather hasty 
conclusion, totally unanticipated before. It seemed all but certain 
to all of them that their "bell-boy" in Tehran could no longer carry 
out his mission properly as he had in the past 25 years. L.A. Times 
report continues as: "Consequently, it is now conventional 
wisdom in the foreign policy bureaucracy that a negotiated settle- 
ment under which the Shah would continue to reign — but not to 
rule — as a constitutional monarch 'is about the best you could 
possibly hope for' ", 

As days passed, the U.S. government was more and more 
panicked about the final outcome of the current situation in Iran. 
Such a deep concern, especially at a time that their alternatives 
were obviously very limited in terms of helping the Shah or effec- 
tively influencing the course of events, led to the administration's 
drawing up of various contingency plans. One was to dispatch an 
aircraft carrier — a special task force — into the Persian Gulf area. It 
was argued at the time that such a move was basically a symbolic 
show of force and a signal of the U.S. commitment to the Shah's 
regime and other puppet regimes in the region. It was officially 
announced on Dec. 29, that the carrier Constellation, "with 80 to 
90 fighter planes, and escort ships, including destroyers and 
tankers, were ordered to leave Subic Bay in the Philippines, and 
proceed to the South China Sea, where the task force was to await 
further orders" (N.Y. Times, Dec. 30). This was an overt sign of 
gunboat diplomacy long pursued by the U.S. in different parts of 
the world. 

The regime's gradual strangulation through economic war 
drastically undermined its ability to survive. This intensified the 
differences within the U.S. administration over the wisdom of con- 
tinued all-out support for the Shah. The controversy somehow 
broke into the open after the Shah designated Bakhtiar as 
Premier. There are indications that some officials were for the 
Shah's departure and support for the incoming cabinet. To counter 
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the negative impact and far-reaching repercussions of such views 
on the Shah's already shaky position, Hodding Carter, State 
Department spokesman, strongly denied any change in the ad- 
ministration policy toward the Shah. He said: "We are not telling 
the Shah he should" go. If U.S. officials are saying that, it does not 
represent American policy" (The Washington Post, Jan. 3). It was 
also revealed the same day that Carter had backed down from 
sending the task force to the Persian Gulf fearing that such a move 
would much inflame anti-American sentiments in Iran and further 
exacerbate the situation. 

As soon as it was known Bakhtiar was making some progress in 
putting together his cabinet, the prospect for the U.S. seemed 
somehow brighter. Carter administration immediately threw its 
weight behind Bakhtiar and his cabinet. CBS News reported from 
the State Department (Thursday, Jan.4), that the U.S. vital in- 
terests in Iran are just too important to be tied to one person (the 
Shah). And added, quite frankly, that the Shah's era belonged to 
the past, the U.S. is looking to the future! The same day, the U.S. 
endorsed the new cabinet and announced its willingness to "fully 
cooperate with the new regime whether or not Shah remained in 
Iran". 

Between overthrow of the Shah and monarchy, on the one hand, 
and a government approved by the Shah — even without the Shah 
himself— on the other, the U.S. obviously prefers the latter. It was 
absolutely impossible to go back to the days of Shah's iron-fisted 
dictatorship. The U.S. swiftly moved to save whatever had re- 
mained of the regime, and put a stop, however temporary, to the 
advances of the Islamic movement. Bakhtiar government was, in 
fact, the "second best" choice. 

The official rhetoric in supporting the Shah at a time that the 
U.S. had actually abandoned him, according to the advocates of 
the policy, was meant to be a face-saving gesture. Total abandon- 
ment of the Shah would have damaged the U.S. credibility as a 
reliable ally, they have argued. It has been further argued that 
leaving the Shah to himself would have terribly panicked other 
puppets in similar position. 

While in Guadaloupe, meeting with the heads of state from 
England, France and Germany, Carter reiterated his support for 
the Shah. Certainly Carter does not like to bear the responsibility 
and the blame for his downfall, especially at a time that accusa- 
tions of "who lost Iran" have been flying around in Washington. 
He just wanted to sound consistent in his policy of supporting the 
falling dictator, though he well knew that their new man in 
Tehran — Shahpur Bakhtiar — was busy working to save the regime 
and the U.S. interests. The U.S. still did the Shah a favor; "He will 
be welcome in the United States if he decided to leave his count- 
ry"! 

Let the Washington establishment; representatives of multi- na- 
tional corporations, big capital and big military support the 
crumbling Shah, as face-saving, fully cooperate with Bakhtiar' s 
reactionary government, and accuse each other of incompetence in 
losing Iran, the revolutionary Islamic movement in Iran is steadily 
making more advances. Our Moslem people's struggle .will con- 
tinue until the establishment of an Islamic government and an end 
to the rule of internal reaction and foreign domination, the U.S. 
imperialism in particular. All the U.S. conspiracies are doomed to 
failure. 



Bakhtiar: U.S.— Shah Last Hope For Survival 

The new premier Shahpur Bakhtiar was chosen as the new 
henchman for certain reasons. As the deputy minister of Labor in 
the government of late Dr. Mossadegh in the early 50's, and as the 
second man in "National Front", Bakhtiar supposedly possessed 
a nationalist stature. He has been officially hailed— both in Iran 
and abroad — as a "top opponent" of the Shah. 

Since he was designated by the Shah for the position of premier, 
Bakhtiar has been trying to buy legitimacy and popular support 



through associating himself with Dr. Mossadegh and use his 
reputation and nationwide popularity for his reactionary purposes. 
In his first news conference, he stood in front of a huge portrait of 
Dr. Mossadegh. "When the Mossadegh portrait became hidden 
from the television cameras in the bad-tempered shoving and 
pushing that often attends this kind of news conference anywhere 
in the world these days, an aide lifted the portrait up and con- 
tinued to hold it in a visible position behind Mr. Bakhtiar", wrote 
Geoffrey Godsell of Christian Science Monitor (Jan. 5, 1979). He 
further continues as: "For those such as this writer who remember 
the Iran of the Mossadegh days, the irony was dramatic indeed. 
Here was the man, tapped in 1979 to help save the Shah, involving 
Mossadegh to give himself legitimacy." 

As expected, the new government came in with the promise of 
turning the dictatorial Shah into the "constitutional monarch". He 
begged people for support and promised them "respect for Islam, 
punishment of previous corrupt officials, gradual lifting of martial 
law, total removal of press censorship (except radio and televi- 
sion!), release of political prisoners, and security of basic civil 
liberties." Bakhtiar did not say anything about the Shah, the U.S. 
all-out involvement in Iran, and above all, the Islamic movement. 
It is here that the stark reactionary nature of his government 
comes to the fore. From behind the "liberal and progressive" 
mask of his words and promises, comes out the ugly face of a dirty 
anti-revolutionary plot— made in the U.S.— which aims at recon- 
soldation of the regime and the U.S. domination, and brutal liqui- 
dation of the Islamic movement, now under the guise of "constitu- 
tional monarchy" and "rule of law". 

He has promised to preserve monarchy and the person of the 
Shah as the "constitutional monarch". Following accepting the 
Shah's invitation to head the new cabinet, Bakhtiar told foreign 
correspondents: "I submitted myself to the desires of His Imperial 
Majesty". He unmasked his treacherous position on the Shah as 
such: "We have a constitution and a king. The constitution has 
been violated from first to last. But to say that the king must leave, 
I see no direct link." (The Washington Post, Jan. 4). He further 
added that he hoped to "restore the legality of the king." In an ap- 
parent olive branch to the military, hard-liners in particular, he 
said in his news conference that "the Shah wants to rest and take a 
vacation — that is the desire he has expressed himself." As 
regards the U.S. position in Iran, he has made it clear that he 
would not move against the interests of the U.S. While promising 
to respect the current contracts and agreements with the U.S. 
government, he has tried to pose "progressive" and has mildly 
criticized the regime's role as the local gendarme in the Gulf. He 
has bemoaned, as a hollow gesture to the Islamic movement, that 
this watchdog role has put too much of a burden on Iran! Can a 
puppet ever move against the interests of a master? 

Being a little-known "politician", Bakhtiar was even further 
isolated when he was expelled from "National Front" because of 
his submission to the Shah's desires. 

In another hollow gesture and olive branch to the Islamic move- 
ment, Bakhtiar has said that he would not sell oil to Israel and 
South Africa. This position was taken after Ayatollah Khomeini 
said in an interview that these two countries would be deprived of 
Iranian oil. 

Being fully aware of the strong ties that exist between the Iran- 
ian people and the Arab peoples, Palestinian revolutionary people 
in particular, he has said that Iran's relations with Arab countries 
would be expanded and strengthened! 

Through Bakhtiar government, the U.S. wants to save whatever 
has remained of the "stability" in Iran. By sacrificing the dictator 
Shah for a "constitutional monarchy", they intend to curb the 
ever-advancing Islamic revolutionary struggle, save monarchy— at 
least for the time being — and maintain the essence of the regime 
and the system. The U.S. push for the civilian government of 
Bakhtiar and its immediate full endorsement clearly manifest the 
U.S. bitter readiness— its only choice under the current revolu- 
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tionary circumstances in Iran — for giving up some short-run 
benefits and interests in favor of the long-run security of the situa- 
tion. Between an independent and progressive Islamic govern- 
ment and Bakhtiar's promised pro-Western "social democracy" 
(checked with and approved by Washington a prior), the U.S. 
would definitely choose Bakhtiar. If necessary, they may even 
replace monarchy with a republic, to give the people the impres- 
sion that the old regime is totally destroyed. Let them foolishly 
hope that Bakhtiar's reactionary and unpopular government can 
bring them the kind of stability they desire. The Iranian Moslem 
people have another type of stability in mind. 



Crack In The Shah's Army 

The Shah's army has for long been his sole source of reliance. 
The role the army has played during the course of the past year 
has made it crystal clear to both sides; the movement and the 
regime, that the Shah and the regime cold not have survived 
without military might and its massive use on the streets. Declara- 
tion of martial law in 12 cities in early September, and military 
government in early November further underlined this fact. 

It is believed in certain poitical circles, or at least propagated to 
be so, that the Shah's army is a monolithic solid body, unflinching- 
ly loyal to the Shah. This myth has lost its once strong aura of 
plausibility. One year of continuous clashes between the Shah's 
troops and Moslem demonstrators has left soldiers wary, ex- 
hausted and with mixed feelings. People's popular demonstra- 
tions and their slogans such as; "Brother soldier, why do you kill 
your brother?", "Soldier, you are innocent, your commander (the 
Shah) is traitor (butcher)" and etc., openly encouraging soldiers to 
rebel against the Shah and join the movement, have been of 
significant impact on the troops' morale. Such a constant 
psychological pressure on the army, lower ranks and conscripts in 
particular, and the soldiers mere feeling of guilt in shooting com- 
mon people on the streets, have had their ruinous effects on 
troops. This has led to an increasing trend of disobedience and 
mutiny among troops. It has as well caused breakdown in the 
military discipline in the Shah's military apparatus. 

It was such a rising threat within the Shah's military apparatus 
that further accelerated the U.S. Shah's hasty push for forging a 
new civilian cabinet. It should be mentioned, however, that the 
emergence of high feelings inside the army cannot be unduly 
overemphasized. The body of the army, as an institution, is reac- 
tionary and brutal. Its top leadership is staunchly loyal to the Shah 
and monarchy, and more importantly, it is under the virtual con- 
trol of the U.S. military establishment. 

While the solid loyalty of the high-ranking officers to the person 
of the Shah is somehow reassuring to the regime and the U.S., yet 
it runs the risk of breaking down as soon as the Shah leaves Iran. 
The Shah's fall would almost certainly cause factionalism in the 
army-with some factions joining the movement-which would 
dramatically weaken the military and hasten the process of the 
regime's disintegration and final demise. In addition, it would 
make top-ranking hard-liners extremely susceptible to the peo- 
ple's revenge. 

Rumors spread that the army would stage a coup' as soon as it 
was known that Bakhtiar had been designated by the Shah as the 
new civilian premier. They grew stronger when it became certain 
that Bakhtiar would soon take office and the Shah was bound to 
leave for "vacation". Failure of Gen. Azhari's military govern- 
ment (Nov. 6, 1978— Jan. 16, 1979) had proved both to the Shah 
and the U.S. that no military solution to the situation was possible. 
Dispatch of Gen. Robert Huyser, deputy commander of the NATO, 
to Iran on January 3 was a U.S. calculated act to closely monitor 
and supervise the army's moves and help unify their support 
behind Bakhtiar; whose only source of support was the U.S. em- 
bassy in Iran. 



One fact remains unchanged, that in order to overthrow the 
regime and establish an Islamic government on the ruins of the 
present system, the Islamic movement has to crush the regime's 
military and repressive apparatus. This necessity becomes more 
important due to the all but total control of the Shah's army by the 
U.S. military establishment. □ 
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Demonstrators chop off the head of the Shah s father statue 
celebration. 



continued from page 1 

Iran. This not only deprives the U.S., as well as others, of their 
huge interests in Iran, but also serves as a serious blow to the 
stability of all other reactionary regimes such as Saudi Arabia. 

Regarding the Islamic nature of our people's movement, it only 
suffices to say that as a dynamic revolutionary force in the heart of 
the Moslem world, it signals big trouble for all the reactionary 
regimes ruling in Islamic societies. It is an open invitation to all 
the oppressed Moslem peoples to revolt against oppressive rule of 
these regimes. Its revolutionary message is directed to peoples 
from southeast Asia through southern republics of the Soviet 
Union and all the way to north Africa. From People's Republic of 
China to the Soviet Union, and from the local regimes of the Mid- 
dle East to the United States, all the reactionary governments 
have lined up against the movement and in support of the Shah's 
regime. Their major common concern being emergence of an in- 
dependent, progressive Islamic force and disruption in the area's 
stability and status quo. One can imagine the devastating fears 
now haunting the Saudi Arabian oppressive and puppet regime 
which, interestingly enough, claims to be an "Islamic govern- 
ment"!? 

Considering the above factors and long- established reactionary 
and oppressive institutions and forces already at work in Iraa, the 
great task of the movement becomes the more important and 
critical. With the Shah's flee and his regime shaken and in 
shambles, there is a strong possibibility for the Moslems' take- 
over in the near future. In the words of Ayatollah Khomeini on the 
day of the Shah's escape, "it is just the beginning of our revolu- 
tion." There should not be any doubts that in addition to the reac- 
tionary and anti-revolutionary forces inside Iran, the U.S. im- 
perialism and other reactionary regimes will try their hardest, 
through various means and proxies, to create trouble and regain 
their lost position. Q 



January 20, 1979 



55 



page 7 



THE RISE 



Ayatollah Khomeini's Message to the Iranian People 
Concerning the Dangerous Plot of the New Cabinet 



In the name of God, The Merciful, The Benificient 

I warn the courageous and awakened people of Iran, shall God 
Almighty help them, that another plot by the agents of the 
traitorous Shah and their plundering international supporters is 
being carried out to maintain the decadent monarchical regime, 
restore the Shah to satanic power and continue foreign domination 
and plunder of oil. They intend to disregard the blood of the mar- 
tyrs of the God's path and country, and through various plots, 
keep our country under the yoke of colonialism and Pahlavi dic- 
tatorial monarchy. They intend to turn the falling Shah into a 
blood-thirsty dictator as before, and impose him on us. Through 
some trivial and deceitful measures such as freedom of press, pro- 
mised abolition of SAVAK and pretentions to Islam, they intend to 
return power to the Shah to serve the foreigners' plunder, 
massacre the people and brutally suppress Islam. 

I warn the Iranian people that they have become aware of the 
power of Islam, our courageous people and conscious Moslem 
leaders. Now a plot is in the offing to suppress all these divine 
powers. 

You, the conscious Iranian people, continue your valiant strug- 
gle. Even a moment of negligence would entail wasting of all the 
lives you have sacrificed for Islam and freedom, and they would 
strike a fatal blow against you and suppress your just cries. 

I declare to the valiant Iranian people that the monarchical 
regime is illegal, houses of parliament are non-nationalistic and il- 
legal, and the government (cabinet) is usurper and illegal. Obey- 
ing this regime is obedience to dictatorship and is forbidden. 
Obeying the deposed Shah and the illegitimate government is a 
crime, legally, and is prohibited in Islam. 

Do the people and the security forces know that, according to 
the foreign press, Shah has transferred abroad more than a billion 
British Pounds. Only God knows how much more he has taken out 
of the country. 

I deem it necessary to mention some points: 

1 — Employees of ministries should not accept usurper and il- 
legal ministers, disobey them, and if possible, stop them from^ 
entering the ministries. This is their religious duty and a service to 
the country and people. Obeying them is against the people and 
Islam. 

2 — People must absolutely refrain from paying utilities' bills, 
and avoid doing anything that helps the government. Assisting the 
usurper government is against God's will, and thus is prohibited. 

3 — Moslem leaders in various localities, respected orators, 
zealous scholars, esteemed lawyers and attorneys, university pro- 
fessors and employees, bazaar shopkeepers, workers and 
peasants, respected politicians and other strata of the people 
should declare the deposition of the Shah and illegality of the 
government and the houses of parliament. The plot against the 
country and the people may succeed as a result of negligence, for 
which all of us will be held responsible. We must all know that in 
this critical time we are all responsible to God Almighty. 

.4— Sellers of foodstuff must avoid overcharging customers, it is 
against God's will, and in this critical time of difficulty, it is a blow 
against the Islamic movement. 

5 — Workers and weak shopkeepers who have been hurt during 
the strikes must be assisted. Religious dues can be used for this 
purpose. 



I declare Monday, Jan. 8, as the day of general mourning for the 
martyrs of Mashad, Qazvin. Kermanshah and other cities. I pray- 
to God Almighty that this will be the last mourning day for our 
honorable people. 

Ruhullah Mussavi Khomeini 
Jan. 6, 1979 







Millions of Moslems demonstrate in Tehran 3 days after the 
Shah's flee carry ing portrait of Ayatollah Khomeini and late Mu- 
jahid Dr. AH Shariati. 
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SHAH'S REGIME 
COLLAPSES 



The three-day street fighting sealed off 2500 years of monarchy 
rule in Iran. It was a tough and bloody battle. In Tehran only some 
800 people were killed and several thousands were injured in the 
course of uprising. The fall of monarchy opened up a new era in 
our history, an era of freedom, independence and monumental 
work for the creation of a just Islamic society. A difficult task on a 
bumpy road that has to be shouldered by the masses of the Iranian 
people. 



The victory came after "13 months of relentless bloody popular 
struggle against the Shah's puppet dictatorial regime, not to men- 
tion the people's struggle for a quarter of a century (since 1953). 
Overthrowing of the Shah's regime despite the U.S. all-out sup- 
port and that of other reactionary regimes, was not an easy task by 
any means. It took the active participation, selfless sacrifice, and 
revolutionary militancy and patience of a whole Moslem people. It 

continued on page 11 
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Jubilant street fighters riding a captured tank during the 3-day fighting in Tehran; people's will and authority finally prevailed 

57 



THE RISE 



BAKHTIAR IN SHAMBLES 



The Shah's escape from Iran on Jan. 16 opened a new chapter in 
the people's ever-continuing struggle. Getting rid of the Shah was 
not an easy task by any means. But when it was achieved it 
ushered a new period of intense political activity and manoeuver- 
ing. It brought the people joyous celebration and jubilation, 
energized them and brightened the prospect for an imminent and 
over-all victory. It served the regime and the U.S. a fatal blow, 
leaving them in confusion and disarray. The government of 
Shahpur Bakhtiar, solely relying on the U.S. support and army 
backing, was even in a worse position. 

By mid-January the Shah's leaving Iran had become an absolute 
necessity for the U.S. and Bakhtiar. The Shah's rule could no 
longer serve and safeguard the U.S. interests. It was the U.S. 
government that had pushed an embittered and confused Shah to 
appoint a "liberal top opposition figure" as premier. His absence 
from Iran's political scene was the least they could count on for 
Bakhtiar's success. But this in itself had other disadvantages. 
Where it most hurt the regime, as much as the U.S., was the arm- 
ed forces. With the Shah gone, his deeply shaken and demoralized 
army was deprived of its supreme commander and cementing 
glue. Without him the army's cohesion and loyalty to monar- 
chy — thought to be solid under him — was no longer certain. The 
U.S. intensive efforts, including dispatch of the NATO deputy 
commander to Iran, to enlist and ensure the army's backing of the 
Bakhtiar government could only partially assuage the danger of 
military breakdown. 

As soon as the Shah left Iran for Egypt, Ayatollah Khomeini 
held a press conference in Paris to congratulate the "heroic people 
of Iran" and urge them to continue struggle to overthrow the 
Bakhtiar illegal government. He called on the whole nation to hold 
a general strike and mass rally on Friday, Jan. 19. He further an- 
nounced that "I shall return at the opportune moment". His call 
for the continuation of the struggle and declared intention to 
return was another strike against Bakhtiar's chances for a com- 
promise solution. By then one thing had become all but certain, a 
major showdown in near future. 

The Shah's flee had mixed impact upon the.ranks of his battered 
army. While many troops were openly jubilant and joined the peo- 
ple on the streets in their celebration, some others were deeply 
frustrated. On Jan. 17, some enraged army units in the southern 
city of Ahwaz went on a wild rampage with tanks and machine 
guns. Before troops loyal to Bakhtiar could put down the mutiny, 
renegade units killed some 20 and wounded about 200 people. 
They also inflicted considerable damage on the people's cars and 
property. Similar incidents took place in few other provincial 
towns. 

The continuing demonstrations all over Iran, paralysis of the 
economy and incidents of internal fighting in the army prevented 
Bakhtiar from gaining any control of the situation. In addition to 
the persisting strikes in almost all sectors of the economy, govern- 
ment offices did not function either. Government employees not 
only did not work but as well prevented Bakhtiar's ministers from 
taking office as much as they could. This much undermined the 
Shah's premier's chances of getting any grip on the government 
affairs. The U.S. all-out support for Bakhtiar was. of no avail!*His 
position was so precarious that Jimmy Carter personally appealed 
jto_Ayatollah Khomeini to "give Bakhtiar government a chance to 
succeed"! Ayatollah's rebuttal of Carter's plea was immediate 
and categorical: "mind your own business"; thus driving the U.S. 
hopeless in its efforts to solidify its favorite government's position." 

Towards the end of the week and before scheduled massive na- 
tionwide demonstrations take place, Bakhtiar raised the fear of a 
possible military take-over should the Moslems press their de- 



Ayatollah Khomeini's message to the Iranian 
people, February 11, 1979 



In the name of God, the Merciful, the Benevolent 



Brave nation of Iran, conscious sisters and brothers of Tehran: 

Now that, with God Almighty's will, victory is near, and the armed 
forces have retreated and announced their non-intervention in political 
affairs and also declared their support of the nation, our dear and 
brave people should observe the situation with extreme prudence and 
remain prepared to defend themselves. And if the armed forces return 
to their barracks people should keep calm and order. 

If agitators want to set fires and make mischief and misery, people 
should tell them of their human and religious duty, and do not allow 
such acts be used to discredit the nation. People should make sure that 
foreign embassies are not attacked. And God forbid if the army should 
return, for then it will be necessary that people should repel them 
forcefully and defend themselves as best as possible. 

I remind the military commanders that if the army stops fighting 
and joins the people and the legal and national Islamic government, 
then we will recognize them as being of the people and will treat them 
as brothers. I pray to God Almighty for the victory of the Iranian 
courageious people. 



Peace and God's blessing be upon you 
Ruhullah Mussavi Khomeini 



mand for his resignation and overthrow of the monarchical 
regime. It seems that he was trying to place the Islamic move- 
ment, and Ayatollah Khomeini in particular, in a position to 
choose between his "social democracy" and a fascist military jun- 
ta. The U.S. press, too, gave wide coverage to this rumor. Follow- 
ing the same line of logic, they tried to capitalize on the issue to 
rally support for Bakhtiar. The U.S. official argument was that 
Bakhtiar government was the last chance and the best solution for 
Iranians. The very phony nature of the U.S. playing the "coup's" 
card could well be exposed by the unduly long stay of Gen. Huyser 
in Iran and his daily contacts with the military top brass. He had 
been sent to Iran by Carter on a 3-day visit to. monitor the army's 
move and advise them not to take any rash steps which might 
totally ruin the very slim chances of the regime's survival. 

The threat of the "possible coup" did not manage to stop the 
huge march or make Moslems tone down their demands. Instead it 
was Bakhtiar who had to resort to conciliation and send head of the 
Shah-appointed regency council to Paris to ask the Ayatollah for a 
chance. In the meantime. Minister of Justice and 15 members of 
parliament resigned, thus exacerbating Bakhtiar's problems. 
Since Bakhtiar took office, Ayatollah Khomeini had been calling 
on parliament deputies, members of the regency council and 
cabinet ministers to resign and make way for the Islamic move- 
ment to take over. 

Scheduled demonstrations for Friday, Jan. 19, took place all 

continued on page 6 
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ISLAMIC MOVEMENT IN IRAN: 

1963-1979 

The Iranian people's struggle against the Shah's regime has 
been going on for more than two decades and a half, ever since a 
CIA-directed military coup toppled the nationalist government of 
Dr. Mossadegh in August 1953 and restored the fugitive Shah to 
the throne. It has since gone through various stages and ex- 
perienced many ups and downs. It entered a new stage in early 
January 1978, managed to overthrow the monarchical regime and 
establish people's transitional government. 

Rapid rise and unprecedented expansion of the Islamic move- 
ment in Iran over the past 13 months has been rather surprising to 
many people. While some might have been just surprised without 
having any clear picture of it, there are others who have tried to 
explain it in terms of an obscurantist response of a traditional- 
minded people to the rapid pace of "modernization and in- 
dustrialization" process pushed ahead by the Shah's regime. And 
few have taken the trouble to look into its historical genesis over 
time. Most of the "analyses" offered on the subject have been 
based on the reactionary official propaganda of the regime against 
the movement, not to mention the prevailing ignorance about 
Islam and dogmatic sectarian prejudices — most visible among 
"progressive" forces. 

A cursory look into the historical development of the Iranian 
Islamic movement and its various protagonists is illuminating. It 
not only helps to shed some light on its achievements and 
weaknesses, but as well is helpful to various political forces to 
adopt proper approach to the new regime and the present transi- 
tional government. 

Roots of the current Islamic struggle and its different aspects 
and characteristics can be traced back at least to the Moslems' na- 
tionwide uprising in June 1963. This popular uprising, inspired by 
the militant opposition of Ayatollah Khomeini who had just 
ascended to the position of highest Moslem authority and ignited 
by his arrest on June 4, 1963, was in protest against the U.S. -Shah 
sham "reform" program widely known as the "White Revolu- 
tion." The uprising was brutally suppressed by the Shah's army, 
between 10-15 thousand unarmed demonstrators were massacred 
in the course of one week. 

Shortly afterwards Ayatollah Khomeini was exiled abroad, first 

continued on page 4 



Message of Mujahideen of the People of Iran to 
the Iranian people, February 11, 1979 



In the name of God, the Irresistible, the Merciful 



In the name of God and in the name of the heroic people of Iran 
Courageous Mujahid fellow-countrymen: 

We congratulate you for the take-over of the last bastions of the 
wicked 'dictatorship which, under the leadership of great Mujahid 
Ayatollah Khomeini, has been achieved through the steadfast struggle 
and self-sacrifices of our deprived people. In these historical moments, 
we wish our united people revolutionary patience and resistance in the 
path of the total eradication of the domination by imperialism of our 
blood-colored land. In these historical moments, unity and stead- 
fastedness should be of utmost importance to our heroic united peo- 
ple, in which case, we will undoubtedly overcome all anti-revolutionary 
plots. 

Indeed, God is with those who have patience and firmness 



Mujahideen of the People of Iran 
Massoud Rajavi 



AN UNDENIABLE 
DOCUMENT OF THE SHAH'S CRIMES 

An exclusive picture of Sep. 8, 1978 bloody massacre of nearly 
5,000 people in Martyrs Square in Tehran; unarmed 
demonstrators, encircled by lines of troops, heap on each other as 
the Shah's mercenaries open heavy machine-gun fire from all 
around the place. 
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continued from page 3 ISLAMIC MOVEMENT: 1963-1979 

to Turkey and then to Iraq. He kept up his militant opposition to 
the monarchical regime all through the long years of exile and 
proved to be an uncompromising leader and a great source of in- 
spiration and confidence for the masses. Ever since the struggle 
flared up in January 1978, his unique position and the masses' 
total support, accorded him the central role in the leadership of the 
movement, and he firmly led it to final victory. 

The June 1963 bloody massacre served a very fatal blow to the 
people's young and still unorganized movement. For all practical 
purposes, it crippled the movement and gave the U.S. and the 
regime the opportunity to go ahead with their neo-colonialistic 
plan. The uprising and its military defeat turned out to be a crucial 
turning point in the people's continuing struggle. The conclusion 
the movement's vanguard elements reached after the massacre 
was that only through armed struggle could the people fight 
against the Shah's well-equipped U.S. -trained repressive ap- 
paratus. Thenafter armed struggle was put in the agenda of these 
vanguard elements. 

In 1965, three young cadres of "Iran's Liberation Movement" 
(an Islamic organization active during the 1960-1963 period), 
Saeed Mohsen, Mohammad Hanif-Nejad and Ali-Asghar Badi- 
Zadegan, founded the Organizaiton of Mujahideen of the People 
of Iran (O.M.P.I.)— an Islamic guerrilla organization. It took the 
organization six years of theoretical and organizational prepara- 
tions before it could launch its armed operations, in summer 1971. 
Considering the strategic importance of Iran, the U.S. huge and 
ever-growing intersts in Iran, and thus, its deeply-entrenched 
domination of the society, and finally, the military-intelligence 
strength of the Shah's puppet repressive regime, Mujahideen con- 
tended that only through armed struggle can the movement over- 
throw the regime and establish an Islamic government. In their 
view underground armed struggle was to be waged on a 
protracted and professional basis. 

O.M.P.I. started its urban guerrilla armed struggle with the 
idea of organizing the masses through its political, military and 
ideological struggle. For them the struggle was of long-run 
nature. Mujahideen 's revolutionary struggle has had significant 
impact on guiding the people's movement in proper direction 
(revolutionary violence vs. the regimes's repressive violence), and 
its expansion. They have as well contributed to the movement 
through their numerous ideological and theoretical publications. 
As a revolutionary Islamic force, Mujahideen soon received wide 
popular support from various walks of life, especially university 
students. 

Another factor which has played an important role in deepening 
and cherishing the Islamic movement has been the theoretical 
works of late Mujahid Dr. Ali Shariati. A graduate of sociology and 
history of religion, Dr. Shariati started publishing and propagating 
his theoretical works on Islam in late 1960's. His clear explana- 
tions of revolutionary Islam which had for long been distorted and 
covered with all kinds of non-Islamic taints, soon drew the atten- 
tion of thousands of young people, mostly university students. His 
readership soon spread all across the society along with the wide 
distribution of his works and pamphlets in very large numbers, 
unknown in Iran before. In 1972, the regime's security forces at- 
tacked and forcibly closed down the religious institution where he 
used to lecture, and arrested him several months later. He was de- 
tained for 18 months during which he was subjected to vicious 
physical and psychological torture, especially they pressured him 
to renounce himself in the media. He resisted all the pressure 
heroically. Due to increasing international pressure, the regime 
finally released him, only to keep him under close surveillance; 
forbidden to lecture or publish his works. To continue his struggle, 
he left Iran for England in early June 1977. He died on June 19, 
1977 under suspicious circumstances. His sudden death deprived 
the Islamic movement of one of its most precious thinkers. His 
numerous works are still among the most respected and widely 



read Islamic literature. 

By early 1970's the people's struggle which was at a rather low 
key during the 1963-1970 period again gained momentum, mainly 
because of the emergence of Mujahideen and other armed guer- 
rilla organizations. This coincided with the U.S. new foreign 
policy — Nixon Doctrine — which assigned the role of the gendarme 
of the Gulf to the Shah's regime. To enable the regime to carry out 
its American mission, the U.S. started the heavy and rapid build 
up of the Shah's military might and intelligence capacity. This led 
to further repressiveness of the regime and unleashing of an all- 
out campaign of terror to suppress all voices and sources of op- 
position, armed guerrillas specifically. 

The struggle continued despite all the repressive measures of 
the regime. While general opposition was on the rise, the Islamic 
movement was gaining strength. In 1975, however, O.M.P.I. suf- 
fered a severe blow from within which not only left its immediate 
scar on the organization and the Islamic movement but as well had 
its ruinous strategical impact on armed struggle. A group of Marx- 
ists m the organization resorted to a reactionary bloody liquidation 
of the organization's Moslem leadership. 

In 1971, due to the SAVAK's crackdown on the organization, 
some 70 experienced leaders and cadres including the three 
founders of the organization were captured. Many were executed 
soon after. Since 1971, however, Mujahideen accepted into their 
ranks some Marxist elements with Islamic tendencies, with the in- 
tention of convincing them of Islam's superiortiy over Marxism. 
But, in the aftermath of the SAVAK's sudden crackdown and the 
consequent absence of experienced cadres, Marxists moved up 
the organizational hierarchy. Once in the position of relative 
authority, they started a systematic process of directing the 
organization in their own direction. To this end, during a 2-year 
period they murdered several of the organization's Moslem 
leaders and liquidated more than 50% of its cadres. Simultaneous- 
ly, they stepped up recruiting more Marxists into their ranks. By 
1975, this anti-revolutionary group had all but completed their 
take-over and consolidated their reactionary grip on the organiza- 
tion. In retrospect, it should be mentioned, however, that Mujahi- 
deen's policy of accepting Marxists into the ranks of an Islamic 
organization was a mistake; a mistake that was made only out of 
their sincerity and revolutionary trust; a trust that was 
treacherously betrayed. 

This anti-revolutionary group later claimed that the organization 
had "perfected" from Islam to "Marxism-Leninism"! In order to 
use the reputation and popularity of Mujahideen, they made slight 
changes in the O.M.P.I.'s emblem (they removed the date the 
organization was founded as well as the verse from Qur'an, 
respectively from the bottom and top of the emblem.) and preserv- 
ed the name of the organization. This reactionary coup brought the 
vanguard Islamic organization to a standstill and disrupted its 
organic links and relationship with the Moslem people. In fact, it 
deprived the Islamic movement of its vanguard armed organiza- 
tion, its deep negative impact to be felt later. Last year this utterly 
hated and politically isolated anti-revolutionary group 
(Monafegheen= Hypocrites, as they have come to be known in the 
Islamic movement) renounced armed struggle and reverted to 
"political" line, or in other words, "peaceful political work"! 
Having lost all the popular support the organization enjoyed under 
its revolutionary Moslem leadership, this group was forced to 
"reassess" the validity and correctness of urban guerilla warfare. 
Adoption of their new "political" line — working among the work- 
ing class — has come out of their extreme isolation and despera- 
tion, rather than from "self-criticism and political maturity." Only 
since a few months ago, with the Islamic movement in full bloom 
and millions of people shouting their support for the martyred Mu- 
jahideen who had been treacherously killed by Monafegheen, did 
this group quit using O.M.P.I.'s emblem and name. This decision, 
too, shows their treacherous opportunism; that they did so just 
because they would not dare follow their original policy any 
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longer, and not because it was wrong. 

Notwithstanding the regime's expanding repressive apparatus 
and increasing brutality over the past several years, the revolu- 
tionary struggle continued and was on the constant rise. 
Simultaneously, comparador bourgeosie was strengthening its 
position, foreign domination (mainly American) further deepen- 
ing, class disparity aggravating, and cultural decadence taking 
new dimensions. It was amid and against such a socio-politico- 
economic conditions that the Islamic popular struggle was taking 
its embryonic shape. Jan. 8, 1978 .massacre of nearly 100 
demonstrating Moslems in the city of Qum — center of Islamic 
theological schools — served as the point of ignition. The whole city 
had struck and protested the SAVAK insertion in the government- 
controlled newspapers of an utterly insulting article against 
Ayatollah Khomeini. 

This peaceful demonstration and its merciless bloody suppres- 
sion touched off the process of continued Islamic popular struggle 
that soon spread to all parts of the country. The Shah's regime 
responded with bullets and more killings, which in turn, further 
infuriated the Moslem masses. The desperate regime tried its ut- 
most to contain the ever-growing movement with fascistic 
measures; but of no avail. The storm had already begun. 

Having failed in its drive to crush the defiant Moslem people, in 
late August 1978 the regime tried some "conciliatory" measures. 
Removal of one cabinet and appointment of another courtman as 
premier, supposedly liberal, did not help the fascist Shah out of 
his deadly impasse. By then Moslem demonstrators all around the 
country had raised the central slogan: "Independence, Freedom, 
Islamic government." 

While talking about "political liberalization" and 
"democracy," the regime again resorted to guns and massacred 
around 5,000 innocent people in Tehran on Sept. 8, 1978. The 
brutal mass killing made the fall of Sharif- Emami's "government 
of natio nal reconcil iation" all but certain. 

..I ■ 




Even small children joined the struggle against the Shah's regime; 
here two kids carry sandbags for setting up barricades during the 
street battles in the capital. 



Active entry of workers and government employees in the 
mainstream of the popular struggle, through widespread and 
continued work-slowdowns, walk-outs and strikes much 
strengthened the Islamic movement since early October. 
Although most of the strikes were originally economic, it did not 
take long before strikers raised political demands. « Ayatollah 
Khomeini played a tremendous role in raising the political level 
and Islamic content and demands of these strikes.,. 

Continued strikes and walk-outs by ■oilfield workers and 
employees, schoolchildren, university students and other walks of 
life, along with the almost daily demonstrations, finally brought 
down the government of Sharif-Emami. Then came the brutal 
military government of Gen. Azhari in early November. Declara- 
tion of martial law all over the country, merciless crackdown and 
daily killings of the militantly defiant people did not achieve 
anything. It instead strengthened the people's resolve to continue 
the struggle until the Shah's regime was overthrown. 

As the Moslems' nationwide revolutionary campaign kept up its 
pace ceaselessly and continuing strikes — specifically complete 
shutdown of the oil industry and subsequent cutting off of the 
regime's sole source of revenue — paralyzed the economy, the 
Shah's embattled regime was driven to extreme desperation. The 
U.S. imperialism was even more embarrassed and left without any 
viable alternative in handling the Iranian situation. The U.S. 
government was caught completely off-balance by the rather 
lightning emergence of the Islamic movement. Up to September 
they were convinced that it was not anything serious. Then on they 
threw all their weight behind the Shah, apparently hoping that he 
would somehow weather the crisis. As soon as they had realized 
the real grave situation facing their beloved puppet, they prescrib- 
ed the get-tough policy. Their initial encouragement for and later 
full support of the military government did not pay off. Towards 
the end of December the Washington top officialdom had come to 
the bitter conclusion that the Shah's continued rule had become 
absolutely impossible. Some major changes in the regime's facade 
were desperately needed. 

Thereafter they pushed the beleaguered Shah to take a "con- 
ciliatory' ' step and replace the military government with a "liberal 
and progressive" civilian cabinet. Shahpur Bakhtiar, deputy 
minister of Labor under Dr. Mossadegh and a top figure in the 
reformist "National Front," was the U.S. -Shah choice. Appoint- 
ment of this "liberal" face who was immediately denounced by 
the movement did not help either the regime or the U.S.' The surg- 
ing movement soon swept the weeping Shah off the throne on Jan. 
16, and finally, on Feb. 11, brought down Bakhtiar's government 
and on Feb. 12, finalized the overthrow of the monarchical regime. 
i The Islamic movement overthrew the Shah's regime through a 
nationwide popular struggle and through massive use of 
demonstrations and strikes. This was made possible only through 
the revolutionary leadership of Ayatollah Khomeini and his unique 
position as the highest Moslem authority. Had it not been for this 
unique factor, it would have taken a much longer period for the 
Islamic movement to take over political power. The Islamic 
popular struggle gained momentum at a time that certain 
"Constitutionalist" political forces — reminiscent of the 
Mossadegh era — were trying to take the reigns of the movement 
and lead it to their own direction. At the time, on the one hand, 
revolutionary struggle, due to the reactionary coup of 
Monafegheen in the Organization of Mujahideen of the People of 
Iran and its destructive impact on the armed movement as a 
whole, was at a low key. And on the other, existing political milieu 
was conducive to the activities of reformist forces. The Shah's 
rather positive, though unwilling, response to the directives of the 
U.S. new foreign policy — Carter's "Human Rights" cam- 
paign — (lukewarm toleration of reformist utterances coupled with 
simultaneous brutal crackdown of revolutionary opposition), 
helped the gradual unfolding of a political atmosphere which could 
be best used by non-revolutionary reformist-opportunist elements 
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and forces. Emergence of compromising forces in Iran, and their 
promotion to a position of political power — with the final goal of 
power-sharing with the would-be-less-autocratic Shah (within the 
framework of monarchy, the "Constitution" and the existing 
regime) — could best serve the long-term interests of the U.S. im- 
perialism. Had not the Islamic popular struggle picked up and 
engulfed the entire nation, opportunist forces would have 
betrayed the people's revolutionary movement and led it to the 
U.S. -desired direction* Ay atollah Khomeini's position and his in- 
transigent opposition to monarchy and the regime not only 
thwarted this treacherous plot, but as well, and more importantly, 
set the pace, content and slogans of the movement. 

Existence of all the objective conditions necessary for a social 
revolution-oppression in the broadest sense of the word (vast 
economic exploitation, increasing brutal political repression, 
cultural decadence, extreme corruption, foreign domination, 
etc..) coupled with the relative Islamic consciousness of the 
masses (directly influenced by Dr. Shariati's thoughts and Mujahi- 
deen's struggle), were put together under the authoritative 
leadership of Ayatollah Khomeini which created one of the most 
formidable popular movements in the recent history of man. A 
movement that overthrew one of the most repressive regimes in 
the world and one of the strongest bastions of the U.S. im- 
perialism. D 



continued from page 2 BAKHTIAR IN SHAMBLES 

over Iran. The capital city witnessed one of the biggest mass 
rallies in the history of Iran where several million people par- 
ticipated in a militant and festive demonstration in support of an 
Islamic republic and Ayatollah Khomeini, and, through a resolu- 
tion read at the end of the march, officially deposed the fugitive 
Shah. Similar huge rallies were held in other cities and towns. To 
avoid a bloody confrontation with the Moslem masses, the army in 
Tehran had withdrawn all troops from the streets. The huge crowd 
called for the Ayatollah's return, and on Bakhtiar to resign. 
Following the march, Ayatollah Khomeini declared his intention to 
return to Iran by Friday, Jan. 26. 

While Bakhtiar and the military were busy contemplating their 
next move in the face of the Ayatollah's return, the shaky govern- 
ment received another blow. Head of the regency council submit- 
ted his resignation in Paris before he met with the Ayatollah. 
Meantime Bakhtiar government tried to boost its public support 
by organizing several "pro-constitution" rallies— several thou- 
sand people strong each— and the "Immortal" units of the Im- 
perial Guard staged a showy parade in support of the deposed 
Shah! Tehran newspapers reported that some of the "pro- govern- 
ment" demonstrators were army men in civilian clothes who had 
been ordered by their officers to join the rally. 

Out of the fear of the Ayatollah's early return and its 




Moslem fighters guardin g the parliament; it fell to the peoples 's hands on Feb. 11. 
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devastating impact on the government and the army, Bakhtiar 
ordered all the airports closed on Wednesday morning. The 
Tehran airport was reopened for some time later in the day but 
was closed again. Tanks and military vehicles with large con- 
tingents of troops surrounded Mehrabad Airport in Tehran and 
took positions on the runways. The same day the army dispersed 
several thousand demonstrators who had rushed to the airport to 
protest the government's decision. Confronted with a fait ac- 
compli, Ayatollah Khomeini postponed his trip back home and 
called on the people to demonstrate against the government on 
Saturday, Jan. 27 — coinciding with the anniversary of the death of 
Prophet Mohammad. 

In a hasty and panicked decision, the government announced a 
total ban on public gatherings and demonstrations effective as of 
Friday morning. In a transparent sign of toughening position, the 
army issued 120-millimeter shells to the crews of tanks on patrol in 
the streets. It seemed that the military authorities and Bakhtiar 
had become so impatient with their desperate situation that they 
had decided to go on the offensive. Toughening up was only one 
aspect of their policy, the other being buying time as much as 
possible. Bakhtiar had just sent an emissary to Paris to ask the 
Ayatollah to delay his return for three weeks. While offering some 
''concessions," it was reported that he had demanded that 
Ayatollah Khomeini drop his plan to form a provisional rival 
government. His obvious intention being to solidify his position by 
organizing "supporters" of the "constitution" into a countervail- 
ing force against the Moslem masses calling for an Islamic 
republic. 

Friday, Jan. 26, turned out to be one of the bloodiest days in 
Tehran. More than 100,000 people turned up to demonstrate 
against the government's move of closing airports and strict en- 
forcement of martial law, and in response, soldiers opened fire. In- 
discriminate shooting continued for several hours. By the end of 
the day, more than 40 people lay dead, hundreds wounded. There 
occurred similar protests in other parts of the country, and clashes 
ensued. 

In an obvious retreat, martial law authorities declared that pre- 
scheduled march on Saturday could take place. Apparently 
Bakhtiar government and military hard-liners had reached the 
conclusion that a get-tough policy would not pay off, rather it 
would further weaken their position. They had finally understood 
that bullets could not stop the revolutionary fervor of the masses, 
more so at a time that Ayatollah Khomeini's return was the im- 
mediate issue. Friday killings dramatically increased then existing 
tensions and heightened political confusion and uncertainties. The 
government's constant vacillation between seemingly lenient 
letup and outright crackdown was the main source of such a 
politically confused situation. Friday incident set the stage for 
more bloody clashes to come, especially if Ayatollah Khomeini's 
return was to be further delayed by forced closure of airports. 

Saturday march in Tehran with more than one million people 
was another show of strength of the Islamic movement and 
Ayatollah's grip on the masses. While shouting "Death to 
Bakhtiar," "Bakhtiar, we will kill you" and "Bakhtiar cind his 
cabinet should be tried and hanged. We don't want Shah or 
Shahpur," they called for armed struggle against the regime. 
Confronted with the people's increasing restlessness and their 
calls for an armed Jihad (struggle), Bakhtiar announced the same 
day that he would soon fly to Paris to talk with the Ayatollah. His 
announcement of the intended trip was put in such a vague wor- 
ding as to give the impression that Ayatollah Khomeini had 
agreed to work out a compromise formula. It seems that he had in 
mind to cause confusion among the general populace about the 
Ayatollah's next move, which not only would have directly 
benefited Bakhtiar but would have as well damaged Ayatollah 
Khomeini's uncompromising revolutionary stature and intran- 
sigence. 

Ayatollah Khomeini's statement distributed in Tehran (as well 



as other cities) by Sunday noontime clarified the atmosphere of 
confusion and triggered another militant demonstration. The 
statement read as: "This question of me meeting Shahpur 
Bakhtiar as Prime Minister is nothing but a lie. I will not receive 
him until he resigns because he is illegal ... I have not come to any 
understanding with Bakhtiar. . .The nation must maintain its 
stand and watch out for conspiracies." Faced with such a clear cut 
position, Bakhtiar backed down from his intended trip. Sunday 
afternoon saw another bloody confrontation between 
demonstrators and troops. Shooting both in the streets and fron 
rooftops went on for five hours. Cautious estimates put the death 
toll at scores, and several hundred wounded. 

Demonstrations still continued on Monday, though at a rather 
smaller scale and less bloody than the previous two days. But the 
people's mood was as bitter and calls for an armed uprising 
against the regime more insistent. The campus of the Tehran 
University, always a center of revolutionary activity, was more like 
a guerrilla training center. Armed guerrilla groups were actively 
distributing pamphlets about how to make Molotov cocktails and 
other hand-made arsenal, teaching people how to use weapons. 
Flare up of unprecedented militancy and the rising danger of arm- 
ed uprising, and Ayatollah Khomeini's calls for the continuation of 
the struggle, forced the government to reverse its decision and 
order airports opened. 

Reopening of airports- cleared the way for the Ayatollah's 
return, a major setback for Bakhtiar and the military. After the 
brutal killings on Friday and Sunday the decision was a bitter pill 
for the military leadership. But they relented because they did not 
have any other alternative. Forced delay of Khomeini's return 
would inevitably heighten the political tension, stiffen the all-out 
resistance and increase the ever-growing possibility of a mass 
armed uprising. 

The army itself was not solid enough to resist the popular move- 
ment. Internal opposition in the ranks of the military was coming 
to the surface. The strongest source of internal dissent was the air 
force. Air force cadets in two air bases had gone on hunger-strike 
and declared their support for Ayatollah Khomeini and opposition 
to any possible military coup. Hundreds of military men in 
uniform, along with their families, had participated in the Satur- 
day march in Isfahan and Tehran. Reliable sources from Iran then 
reported of summary execution of more than 160 air men during 
the same week. It was in the light of such a rebellious mood inside 
the army and the people's unyielding opposition that forced the 
military leadership to let up. The army high command presumably 
had reached the conclusion that to do otherwise would certainly 
split the army and lead to civil war — for which they were not 
ready. 

Announcement of Ayatollah's return on the national radio caus- 
ed much joy and jubilation among the people. It was definitely a 
great victory for the people to have their leader back two weeks 
after the Shah had fled the country. While a great source of elation 
and inspiration, it signaled trouble for the U.S. and its personnel 
still residing in Iran. Anti-American sentiments had grown sharply 
over the week and several American military men were subjected 
to attacks. The U.S. government once again urged its "non- 
essential" personnel to leave Iran as soon as possible. 

The day before the Ayatollah's return was one of manoeuvring 
and continued demonstrations. While Bakhtiar was making a 
speech on the radio asserting his "legitimate authority," large 
convoys of tanks and military vehicles staged a show of strength in 
the streets of capital. Several small clashes took place between 
troops and demonstrators who, at several points, blocked the con- 
voy's passage by barricades and small bonfires. As a result of such 
local skirmishes, several people were killed and some others 
wounded. Apart from these clashes, all during the day thousands 
of people were busy cleaning the streets from the rubbish of burnt 
cars and army vehicles left from the previous days of confrontation 
and fires. 



February 20, 1979 



63 



page 7 



THE RISE 



Ayatollah Khomeini Returns Home 



Thursday, Feb. 1, was a memorable historical day for the Ira- 
nian people. Millions of people from all over the country poured 
into the streets of Tehran to give a hero's welcome to their revolu- 
tionary Moslem leader, coming home triumphantly after 15 years 
of forced exile. A special committee had organized the welcome 
ceremony and was in charge of the security. Except for the securi- 
ty of the airport which was jointly administered by air force men 
and Moslem volunteer police force, 50,000 volunteer marshals 
took charge of handling the security of the 20-mile long route bet- 
ween the airport and the Behesht-e-Zahra Cemetery. Tehran had 
never seen such a huge crowd before. All along the way, millions 
of overjoyed masses greeted their revered leader with shouts of 
"Allah-u-Akbar" (God is great above all), ".Imam Khomeini 
welcome to your home" and other Islamic and anti-regime 
slogans. 
""His arrival speech delivered at the cemetery, strong and 
categorical, was directed both against the Bakhtiar government 
and foreign powers, the U.S. in particular. He made it quite clear 
that there could be no compromise; Bakhtiar government must go. 
He further addressed the army to join the movement and be free 
from the control of the U.S. advisors. Air force men had already 
shown their support by helping in the airport and providing a 
helicopter to lift the Ayatollah somewhere along the route to the 
cemetery. 

His speech all but shattered all the government's hopes for 
"reconciliation." While emphasizing his "legal and legitimate" 
authority, Bakhtiar made a fresh plea for a meeting with the 
Ayatollah. Meantime he promised to accept some opposition 
members into his cabinet; to be called "national unity" govern- 
ment. Bakhtiar's desperation could not be more obvious. Yet, in a 
hollow gesture as to show his supposedly strong position, he 
announced that he would ignore any government named by 
Ayatollah Khomeini. It was a clear backdown from his earlier posi- 
tion that he would arrest anybody appointed by the Ayatollah. His 
"olive branch" was flatly refused. He could meet with the 
Ayatollah only when he resigned, was the response. 

The week starting Saturday, Feb. 3 was a period of manoeuvres 
and counter-manoeuvres; all turning out to be at the service of the 
movement and at the cost of the Bakhtiar government and the ar- 
my. In his first press conference this day, Ayatollah Khomeini an- 
nounced his intention of naming his interim government, and 
threatened the government with an armed uprising, if Bakhtiar 
did not step down. He as well reiterated his previous position that 
he would prefer a peaceful transition of power. It seems that he 
did not name the interim premier immediately as not to precipitate 
any early confrontation with the army hard-liners who might still 
have been convinced of trying a military take-over. 

The military's move to extend the 3-day grace period during 
which demonstrations were allowed was to be seen as a sign of 
softening position. The military's internal bickering and shatter- 
ing descipline seems to have been behind its rather inactivity. 

Two days later (Monday, Feb. 5), Ayatollah Khomeini ap- 
pointed Mehdi Bazargan — a veteran Moslem politician — as the in- 
terim premier. He was commissioned to form his cabinet as soon 
as possible. For Bakhtiar it signaled the end of his power, though 
for the Islamic movement it was only the beginning of the toughest 
uphill. The final reckoning with the army had yet to come. The 
problem was the more complex and confusing for nobody knew 
when and how the final clash will start, and for that matter, pro- 
ceed. One thing was certain, the eventual confrontation was in- 
evitable. And the people were burning with the impatience to take 
up arms. 




Bakhtiar's response to this move was to pretend that he did not 
take it seriously. In a hopeless effort to gain some ground and 
"meet" some of the people's demands, he pushed for the fast 
passage of two bills in the parliament; formal abolition of the 
Shah's secret police— SAVAK— and persecution of former corrupt 
officials under the Shah's reign. Though, as expected, none of 
these measures helped to make him less hated and his govern- 
ment more stable than they were. The people who were closer to 
the final victory than ever before could not care less for such 
desperate manoeuvres. 

Appointment of Bazargan triggered off a nationwide wave of 
demonstrations in support of Ayatollah Khomeini and the Islamic 
movement; for Bazargan and against Bakhtiar. Ever since the 
Ayatollah's return, Tehran was the scene of continuing 
demonstrations with huge crowds around his headquarters. As 
days went on, more and more troops in uniform joined the protest 
marches, more government agencies and ministries openly came 
out in support of the movement, and more members of the parlia- 
ment resigned. All much contributed to pulling the rug from under 
the Bakhtiar government. While Tehran was still in the hands of 
government, Moslems brought several major cities under their 
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virtual control. In spite of the nominal existence of the govern- 
ment's civil and legal adminstration, Moslems were handling the 
city affairs on their own. For all practical purposes, ad hoc Islamic 
committees formed under local Moslem leaders were wresting 
power from the embattled government — with the army and the 
police unable to intervene. 

By the end of the week, Iran was in full bloom of the revolu- 
tionary situation. Millions .of masses were out on the streets call- 
ing on Bakhtiar to step aside. And Bakhtiar, already at the end of 
the rope, made the last ditch effort in proposing elections to be 
held in a few months in order to change the regime. Before any 
other move could be made, the flash point came. The powder-keg 
was ignited by the nightly attack of "Immortals" of the Imperial 
Guard on air force cadets. It started off a 3-day street fighting 
which led to the collapse of Bakhtiar's government and the Shah's 
monarchical regime. 



The People's Transitional Government 



On Monday, Feb. 12, the Islamic movement completed the over- 
throw of the Shah's regime and took over Iran. Ayatollah Kho- 
meini's premier-designate, Mehdi Bazargan, a veteran Moslem 
politician, formally took office, and within a few days, completed 
his transitional cabinet. Victory was achieved after a 13-month na- 
tionwide popular struggle against the Shah's regime. 

This revolution, however, precisely because of its uniqueness, 
has some important weaknesses. Rapid expansion and popular 
surge of the movement far outpaced the development of solid 
organizational framework necessary for the long-run leadership of 
the movement and now, of the society it has taken over. Concom- 
mitant with this organizational drawback goes the general lack of 
* ell-formulated ideological framework. Existance of different 
political and ideological currents and tendencies in the Islamic 
movement, which due to lack of opportunity, have not been 
brought up, discussed and resolved within an organizational 
framework, must, over time, clarify their positions, analyses and 
programs and move toward the prominence of the most revolu- 
tionary ideological and political viewpoints. This is the most im- 
portant task that has to be shouldered from now on. Another 
weakness of the movement and now, of the political authority in 
Iran, concerns the relative shortage of trained and experienced 
Moslem cadres who could have been trained only through a long 
process of struggle, as was Mujahideen's view, and as has been 
the case in other social revolutions. 

Apart from the internal shortcomings of the Islamic movement- 
however inevitable as they seem-the state of the Iranian economy 
is another source of great difficulty for the new regime. General 
disruption in and malfunctioning of the ecomomy's productive ap- 
paratus and deep foreign penetration into the fabric of the society, 
or in other words, structural dependence of Iran's comparador 
capitalism (peripheral parasitic capitalism) on the world capitalist 
system, make the problems much more difficult for the new 
regime to solve. Given the movement's ideal of establishing a true 
Islamic economy free from exploitation and dependence, it would 
definitely require a well-thought out and concerted program on the 
part of the Islamic leadership, and monumental efforts and 
sacrifice by the people before necessary foundations for genuine 
Islamic society could be laid. 

The approach to the present transitional government is with due 
regards to the above-mentioned factors and conditions. Any 
sincere, and militant political force should take its positions on the 
present government on such a basis. The present transitional 
government is not an ideal government. It is merely a progressive 
government with certain Islamic criteria. It is, therefore, beyond 
doubt that it has certain weaknesses. 



Most members of the transitional government are among the 
people who were drawn into the mainstream of the struggle over 
the past 13 months, which frankly put, means that they are not 
ideal choices. It should be mentioned, however, that the organiza- 
tional weakness of the movement and lack of trained revolutionary 
Moslem cadres has been most responsible for the appointment of 
certain cabinet members. Not-to mention that this cabinet is tran- 
sitional. 

Overthrow of the monarchical regime is only a great step for- 
ward in our long-run struggle. It is not the ultimate goal of the 
Islamic movement. "Our objective is nothing but the prosperity of 
people, the demolition of all kinds of oppressive socio-economic 
relations, and the establishment of Islam's revolutionary 
teachings in society. Free, classless, and monotheistic society is 
our ideal, " as martyred Mujahid Mehdi Rezai put it in his last 
defense in the regime's military tribunal in 1972.* 

The Islamic movement from now on will have to be conducted 
mainly on a politico-ideological level. Revolutionary Islamic forces 
have the irrevocable grave responsibility of criticizing the govern- 
ment whenever and wherever it makes mistakes; a creative and 
sincere criticism. The sole objective being to remedy the mistakes 
and guide the government towards betterment and perfection. 
The government is also obliged to respect the views of Islamic 
revolutionary forces, and provide and guarantee necessary means 
and channels for a healthy and productive dialogue. 

Given the previously-mentioned considerations and Iran's 
heavily dependent economy, it is purely simplistic and wishful 
thinking to expect all the existing problems, both of short-run and 
long-run nature, to be corrected and solved overnight. It requires 
time, and all the revolutionary forces should be well aware of this 
fact. Given the current circumstances that the counter- revolu- 
tion(the U.S. and other imperialist and reactionary forces and rem- 
nants of the Shah's SAVAK) still poses potential danger to the 
revolution, any form of political provocation, from whatever view- 
point, not only is not helpful but instead destructive and 
dangerous. Any and all forms of agitation which aim at undermin- 
ing the government's authority and only serve sectarian and 
limited interests of agitating forces are considered opportunistic, 
and have to be stopped. There are certain opportunist Marxist 
groups who reject the transitional government off-hand. For these 
groups no revolution takes place unless it is led by Marxists! ? We 
do not waste any time to enter into polemics with such op- 
portunists forces, they are out of question. 

The present government should be supported by all revolu- 
tionary and genuine political forces who serve the interests of the 
Iranian people. The duty of Islamic revolutionary forces is twofold; 
support for the present government, in the short-run, and active 
engagement in an intensive and extensive process of political, 
ideological and organizational education and training among the 
masses. The people's ideological consciousness and organiza- 
tional capacity should be deepened and cherished to the point that 
their creative and productive participation in the processess of 
building the future Islamic society will be ensured. Emphasis and 
insistence on the hard and long-run nature of such a struggle can 
hardly be underestimated. 



Islamic Movement and Marxists 



Talking about the ideological nature of the Iranian people's 
movement at this juncture may seem somehow irrelevant. 
Moslems have already taken over political power, and are involved 
in the process of dismantling various organs of the old regime. So 

"The complete texts of defence of Mujahid Mehdi Rezai has been 
translated and published by the O.I. M.S. 
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there should not exist any doubts on the nature of the movement. 
But the question -is raised by some political forces as to the 
ideological nature of the regime to replace the old one. 

Over the past 13 months there have been a wide range of Marx- 
ist groups, both inside and outside Iran, who contended that the 
people's movement was "democratic," in the sense that it was 
"non-ideological." These groups have adamantly insisted on their 
opportunistic approach to the movement and have treacherously 
distorted its ideological nature. They have even gone so far to 
distort the people's main slogans and created their own imaginary 
slogans; raising slogans which they have liked to see instead of 
those real ones repeated by all walks of life time and time again in 
the course of popular demonstrations. 

Among these has been "Independence, Democracy" or alter- 
natively, as "Independence, Freedom, Democratic government." 
In such an endeavor which signifies lack of any political principle 
and responsibility, these forces have tried to cover the people's 
motives in the struggle (hopelessly trying to make it seem "non- 
ideological" and ascribe them to factors fitting their dogmatic 
straight-jacket ideological explanations). 

As briefly explained in the previous section, the Iranian peo- 
ple's Islamic movement is of a rather long history (we only sufficed 
to trace it back as far as 1963, it could well be extended to the 
1906-1911 Constitutional Revolution and even before that). Islamic 
movement in Iran was not any spontaneous popular response to 
the oppressive situation dominationg in Iran. Rather it was the 
very natural consequence of a long-time struggle finding its 
original roots basically in the revolutionary nature of Islam as well 
as in the militant role it has played in the past history of the socie- 
ty- 

It is clearly in this light that we refer to the Iranian people as the 
Iranian Moslem people. This characteristic is qualitatively dif- 
ferent from the fact that over 90% of the people are Moslem. It 
reflects a common historical background and a common socio- 
cultural and ideological development that have been deeply in- 
fluenced by and molded on the basis of Islam and its exalted 
values. Islam has been the prime factor in shaping the identity of 
the Iranian people. Prevailing social, communal, and individual 
values, customs and life style in Iran point to such an identity. It is 
such an identity, both individually and socially, that is behind the 
rise of current Islamic movement in Iran. Opportunists deliberate- 
ly refrain from explaining such deep-rooted characteristics by 
superficial resort to "class analysis," which supposedly explains 
social processes objectively and scientifically. 

For an objective observer it should not be surprising to see the 
popular struggle in Iran rapidly take such a strong Islamic content. 
This can well be observed in the way people have conducted their 
struggle. For example, the fact that the center of struggle over the 
past year was numerous mosques all over Iran, contrary to what 
some forces have tended to convey, was not because mosques 
were the only refuge for voicing opposition to the Shah's regime. 
Instead it was because of what a mosque means to the Moslem 
masses, as well as the historically revolutionary role it has played 
in the society. Since the very early days of Islam mosque has 
always been the center of political activity. Moreover, the fact that 
the Shah's repressive regime never dared to bring mosques under 
control solely arises from the special place mosques have in 
Islamic societies; inviolable by any force. 

Mosque once again has found its proper place in Islam and the 
Islamic society (Iran) during the course of the current revolu- 
tionary movement. This is also in direct relation with the role of 
Moslem authorities in the society, and the masses' deep trust in 
and faithful following of their guidance. Ayatollah Khomeini's 
unique position in the leadership of the movement in the past year 
and his firm grip on the whole nation can be explained only in this 
regard. Opportunist forces have tried to "explain" people's total 
rally behind him in terms of his political opposition to the regime, 
and not because of his position as the Islamic leader of the people. 



Crystal clear characteristics of the people's movement; its 
Islamic form and content, and the people's oft-stated preference 
for a society based on the ideological priciples of their religion 
(Islam), makes Moslems the only legitimate force to lead the socie- 
ty. Anything but an Islamic government in Iran is tantamount to 
betrayal of the people's cause and will. 

It should be quite clear to political forces, at least to those who 
claim objectivity and sincerity, that the mere participation of cer- 
tain political forces of certain ideologies(i.e., Marxists) does not 
alter the ideological nature of a revolutionary movement, and does 
not make it "democratic"(non-ideological) either. Ideological con- 
tent of a movement is determined by the dominant aspect of it, or 
in other words, by what is set by the dominant faction in the move- 
ment. In Iran, it has been the Moslems (the only force with mass 
basis) who set the pace, content and slogans of the movement. The 
fact that this or that minority faction has its own slogans, ideals 
and program does not contravene this basic principle. 

Nowadays some Marxists grumble that they have no say in the 
government, as though they should have had some solely because 
they have participated in the struggle against the Shah's regime. 
To substantiate their claim, they have put forward the slogan: 
"People's democratic republic," implying that the government 
should not follow any ideological line. And some other Marxists 
have gone even further and proposed a "people's democratic 
republic led by the working class." They have raised this slogan in 
a society where the absolute majority of workers are Moslem, and 
have struggled under the Islamic banner for the establishment of 
an Islamic government. Which working class are these Marxists 
talking about? Historically speaking, wherever Marxists have had 
the political leadership in a movement, they have ruled the society 
in the name of the working class. Marxist theoretical literature and 
Marxists' leadership of movements in various parts of the wotld 
over the past one hundred years both bear witness to the fact that 
by "proletarian state," "proletarian leadership" and "proletarian 
dictatorship," they respectively mean "Marxist state," "Marxist 
leadership" and "Marxist dictatorship." Hence, when Iranian 
Marxist groups propose the "people's democratic republic led by 
the working class," they only have in mind a government led by 
Marxists. Is it not pure wishful thinking? They raise this slogan 
dogmatically, closing their eyes to the objective realities in Iran 
where the type of working class they wishfully talk about, just does 
not exist. Here we do not intend to challenge the ridiculous idea 
that equates Marxism with the interests of the working people, 
and Marxism only! It is necessary to ask these small minority 
political forces on what basis they dare to reject the mandate of the 
overwhelming majority of the people (Islamic republic), and pro- 
pose the ideological government of a small minority faction (Marx- 
ist government). 

Is it not undemocratic that Marxists propagate the govern- 
ment of minority to be imposed on the majority? Millions of Ira- 
nian people have fought for the Islamic government and have 
sacrificed tens of thousands of lives for it. Do they not have the 
right to establish their own form of government? How do Marx- 
ists expect the Iranian masses to submit to the dictatorship of 
several thousand Marxist intellectuals? 

As regards the status of Marxists under the Islamic govern- 
ment it should be mentioned that, as any other political or 
religious minority, they will be free to conduct political activity. 
Free expression of ideas under an Islamic government is a basic 
Qur'anic principle, and Marxists are no exception to this rule. 
Though there should be a clear distinction between political ac- 
tivity within the democratic framework of the new regime, and 
political agitation and provocation. Any irresponsible and an- 
tagonistic approach to the transitional government, aiming at 
fostering opposition to the new regime and creating political tur- 
moil is considered reactionary — only serving the interests of the 
counter-revolution and imperialism — and thus, will not be 
tolerated. D 
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continued from page 1 SHAH'S REGIME COLLAPSES 

made it crystal clear, contrary to the prevailing reactionary views, 
that Islam as an ideology can lead a grass-roots social revolution 
and succeed. Victory of the Islamic movement in Iran is a land- 
mark in the contemporary history of the world, it provides a 
brilliant example for all the oppressed masses the world over, 
Moslems in particular. 

The rather unexpected incident which led to the flare up of 
street fighting in Tehran and, finally, ended in the collapse of the 
Shah's regime, started on Friday night, Feb. 9, in an air force 
training center in east Tehran. After having watched the television 
showing of the Ayatollah Khomeini's return, air force technicians 
started shouting pro-Khomeini slogans. Units of Imperial Guards 
stationed at the base for several weeks tried to stop the 
demonstration. Technicians resisted and were joined by the 
cadets. 

Confronted with this rebellious militant demonstration, a col- 
onel of the Guards ordered the air guard to shoot at them. The 
guard refused and was shot on the spot. The shooting touched off 
the clash. To defend themselves, unarmed technicians seized the 
barrack's arms depot and fought back. The fighting dragged on. 

Soon after the shooting broke out armed and unarmed civilians 
rushed to the base to back up the fighting airmen. The bloody 
clash continued all through the night. By early morning hours of 
Saturday the revolutionary forces had forced the Guards units into 
retreat despite their reinforcements from other Guards bar- 
racks. 

The clash flared anew when the retreating "Immortals" of the 
Guards attacked with heavy tanks and fresh reinforcements from 
both the Guards and regular army. The fighting continued for the 
whole day on a larger scale. The "Immortals" even employed 
helicopters to suppress the insurrectionists. But the airmen 
fended off helicopters with antiaircraft fire from inside the base, 
and street fighters ruined tanks with hand-made bombs and 
Molotov cocktails. Some tanks and other military vehicles, as well 
as various light and heavy weapons, were captured by the revolu- 
tionary forces. Airmen, too, passed out large amounts of arsenal to 
the people. All during the battle common people joined the 
fighters in digging ditches and setting up barricades to impede the 
motion of military vehicles, and fortify their positions. 

Within hours off Saturday Tehran was in a state of insurrection, 
barricades going up all around the town. Everywhere men, women 
and even little children were busy helping the fighters against the 
security forces still loyal to the government of Bakhtiar. 
Thousands of troops deserted the same day, many joining the fight 
on the people's side. 

With the raging battle across the capital and the people's 
assault on police stations and government buildings, the crum- 
bling government announced newcurfew hours: 4:30 p.m. to 5:00 
a.m., later to be extended to 12:00 a.m. Though his loyal forces 
were on the retreat, Bakhtiar was still hanging on to power. He an- 
nounced in a radio broadcast that the day's events "will have no 
effects on me, and the government will act decisively' ' to bring the 
situation under control. 

In an immediate response to the government edict, Ayatollah 
Khomeini issued a statement ordering people to defy the curfew 
and remain on the streets. While condemning the Guards for ag- 
gression against the people, he said in the statement that the peo- 
ple of Tehran "should remain equipped and prepared to defend 
Islam." Demonstrations and clashes continued unabated. 

Faced with the continuing street battles and retreat of the Im- 
perial Guards, the military command announced its "neutrality" 
on Sunday afternoon and ordered its troops back to the barracks. 
As soon as the army's pull-back was aired on the national radio the 
whole city was engulfed into a frenzied joy and revolutionary fer- 
vor. Hundreds of thousands of jubilant people poured into the 
streets of the capital. Cars turned on their headlights and honked 
constantly as others on the streets made victory signs. Many 



Message of the O.I.M.S. 



Message of the Organization of Iranian Moslem Students on the 
occasion of the victory of the Iranian Moslem people in overthrow- 
ing the reactionary and puppet Pahlavi regime. 



In the name of God, the annihilator of all oppressors 

Hail to the Iranian people, to its revolutionary forces, and to its 
conscious and far-sighted leader, Mujahid Ayatollah Khomeini. 

With God's assistance and the Iranian Moslem people's stead- 
fast struggle, revolutionary patience and Islamic unity, under the 
leadership of Mujahid Ayatollah Khomeini, the last reactionary 
resistance of the remaining puppet forces of imperialism and the 
monarchical regime has been defeated. The movement is embrac- 
ing victory at this stage of its sacred struggle which aims at 
establishing a monotheistic society. 

The Organization of Iranian Moslem Students, along with the 
Iranian people, extends its warmest praise and congratulation, 
and wishes the people and their leadership success in reorganizing 
the society, setting up of a government based on Islamic criteria, 
and in continuing the struggle until the total negation of oppres- 
sion and establishment of the monotheistic society. 

Organization of Iranian Moslem Students 
February 1 1 , 1979 



waved rifles, pistols, knives and machetes. 

In the course of fierce streets battles on Sunday, revolutionary 
forces captured the radio and television stations and announced 
that an ad hoc Islamic Revolutionary Council was ruling Iran. The 
announcement marked the end of the oppressive and hated 
monarchical regime and establishment of the people's transitional 
government. 

During the daylong fight one of the Shah's palaces, houses of 
the Parliament, most of the government buildings and several ar- 
my garrisons — mostly without much of resistance — fell into the 
hands of the revolutionary forces. By Sunday night almost all of 
the police stations had been overrun by armed civilians and guer- 
rilla fighters. During the day, jails were broken open and inmates, 
many political prisoners, were freed. 

Bloody street battles still continued during Sunday night. The 
bulk of the resistance came from the elite, units of the Imperial 
Guards, engaged in a desperate fight against the revolutionary 
forces. By then it was quite clear that in spite of these scattered 
local hold-outs the victory was all but certain. 

Monday, Feb. 12, marked the crumbling of the rest of the 
Shah's military apparatus. By mid-day the remaining garrisons of 
the Imperial Guards — situated in north Tehran in the vicinity of 
the Shah's residential palace, Niavaran — fell. The demoralized 
"Immortals" capitulated in tears! Niavaran Palace itself was cap- 
tured on Monday. With the fall of these barracks, the victory was 
complete. By Monday night the whole country was.aimost in the 
hands of the Islamic revolutionary forces. The lightning collapse of 
the Shah's nearly half-a-million man strong army at the hands of 
unorganized and untrained streets fighters was surprising to 
everybody. It proved, to say the least, that the will and resolution 
of conscious and determined masses is far superior to the 
sophisticated weaponry of a well-trained and strong army specially 
when it lacks morale and motivation, p 
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MIDDLE EAST 

< 'PEACE' ' TREATY ; SADAT'S 

SELL-OUT TO U.S.-ISRAEL 

On Monday, March 26, 1979, after several years of 
"step-by-step" policy, with its ups and downs, months of negotia- 
tions, and several weeks of maverick shuttle diplomacy and exten- 
sive wheeling and dealing by American top officials, the U.S. im- 
perialism managed to finalize and formalize a Middle East "peace" 
treaty; a separate treaty between Egypt and Israel. 

Having had failed in working out a "comprehensive" settlement 
in the Middle East, the U.S. was extremely desperate in its bid for 
some sort of a treaty between Israel and Arabs before the whole 
area would reach the point of explosion. The existing deadlock bet- 
ween the adversaries and the Palestinian people's militancy and un- 
compromisability, became more embarrassing especially after the 
overthrow of the Shah of Iran. While the Islamic revolution in Iran 
was a thrilling victory for all the peoples in the area, particularly the 
Palestinians, it was an absolute blow to the U.S., Israel, and Egypt, 
not to mention all other reactionary regimes in the Middle East. 
Downfall of the Shah's regime meant more to the U.S. imperialism 
than its lost interests and position in Iran; more than continued and 
assured flow of oil to the West was at stake. The U.S. long in- 
fluence in the Middle East, its economic, political, military and 
strategic interests, security of its client regimes (mainly Saudi 
Arabia), and above all, its credibility— in the eyes of the same reac- 
tionary regimes — were in clear jeopardy. 

Conclusion of the Egypt-Israel treaty, in the midst of widespread 
opposition in the Arab world and outright denunciation by the 
Palestinian people, was the U.S. hasty, though well-calculated, 
response to such a situation and a move to make up for its already 
weakened position in the Middle East. The mere signing of the trea- 
ty, and the U.S. spelled-out commitment to its success through 
massive economic and military aid to both Israel and Egypt— to 
bolster their political and military strength and help to alleviate part 
of their internal economic problems— was a U.S. obvious move to 
somehow engage itself in the area with new and vigorous initiatives. 
Sending of military hardware and advisors to North Yemen in 
March can also be seen as another component of the U.S. new 
military engagement in the area/Direct involvement in Yemen and 
growing military commitment to the two signatories of the treaty 
would certainly lead to more active involvement in the Middle East, 
and thus, more say in its future developments. 

Signing of the treaty, for all practical purposes, was a reflection 
of the full collusion of the common interests of the U.S. , Israel and 
Egypt. Israel needed secure borders and assured supply of its oil 
needs, previously provided by the Shah and now cut off by the new 
Islamic regime, and more outside support. Sadat needed more than 
just economic and military aid; he was in desperate need of outside 
support should he remain in power, especially at a time that he has 

continued on page 3 



Ayatollah Khomeini's statement concern- 
ing the Egypt-Israel 



"peace" treaty 



i- y In the name of God, the Merciful, the Beneficient 
I have warned against the danger of occupationist Israel for more 
than 15 years, and declared this truth to Arab govenments and 
peoples. This danger has become more serious and drawn closer as 
a result of the colonialistic plot of Egypt-Israel peace treaty. 
Through submission to this peace treaty, Sadat has further exposed 
his dependence on the colonialistic government of the United 
States. Nothing more can be expected from the friend of the depos- 
ed Shah of Iran. 

Iran stands on the side of Moslem brothers in the Arab countries 
and shares their decisions. Iran considers the peace treaty between 
Sadat and Israel as a treason to Islam, Moslems and Arab brothers, 
and endorses the political position of the countries opposing this 
treaty. 

Peace and God's blessing be upon you 

Ruhullah Mussavi Khomeini 

March 25, 1979 



THE PALESTINIAN MOVEMENT 
AND THE IRANIAN PEOPLE 

Ever since the creation of the state of Israel the Iranian people 
have constantly opposed this racist, oppressive and militaristic- 
expansionist state and supported the just cause of the Palestinian 
people. Yet, contrary to our people's aspirations, the Shah's reac- 
tionary regime had sided with Israel and had been its closest and 
strongest local ally. Since the CIA restored the Shah to power in 
1953, the relations between his regime and the Zionist state of Israel 
have been constantly expanded and strengthened; covering a wide 
range of fields such as mutual intelligence exchange and active 
cooperation (Israeli MOSSAD assisted the CIA in 1956 to establish 
the Shah's SAVAK), military collaboration and economic rela- 
tions. For years the Shah's regime provided Israel with most of its 
domestic oil needs. Due to the people's strong anti-Israeli feelings, 
the Shah's regime never dared to establish formal diplomatic rela- 
tions, and exchange envoys, with the Zionist state. Instead, in order 
to cover their ungodly liaison, Israel had a "diplomatic mission" in 
Tehran. The "mission", in fact, was the center of MOSSAD. 

The question of Palestine and Israel, as allot issue in trie Iranian 
politics, was first raised by Ayatollah Taleghani* in mid-1950's. 
Then on it has always been one of the people's rallying points 
against the regime. ^Lyatollah Khomeini's open and militant op- 
position to the Shah's regime since early 1960's, and his 
simultaneous outright denunciation of Israel, further brought the 
issue to the fore. Over the past decade and a half he has taken every 
opportunity to expose the treacherous nature and policies of both 
Israel and the Shah's regime, and their rel ation s. His strong com- 

continued on page, 2 
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ANTI-TREATY DEMONSTRATION IN 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 



On Monday, March 26, while Jimmy Carter, Begin and Sadat 
were busy making triumphal speeches and signing the sham 
"peace" document on the White House lawn, several thousand 
demonstrators; mostly Palestinians and Arabs from other coun- 
tries, joined by Iranians, Americans and other supporters of the 
Palestinian revolution staged their militant rally in the Lafayette 
Park across the street. Through loud and militant shouts, slogans 
and speeches, and solidarity messages, quite audible at the 
ceremony, demonstrators made their presence felt by the audience 
and the three main actors in the "peace" theatre. They denounced 
the treaty and exposed the treacherous nature of the 
U.S. -Israel-Sadat joint conspiracy. Slogans such as "Sadat is a 
traitor, Down with Sadat"; "Down with Zionism"; "Down with 
Begin"; "Down with U.S. imperialism"; "Long live Palestine"; 
"Long live P.L.O."; "Revolution until victory", and "Iran today, 
tomorrow Palestine" were continually repeated in English and 
Arabic. 

In order to voice our opposition to the treaty and express our 
deepest sympathy with and support for the Palestinian people's 
rights and the Arab cause, O.I. M.S. participated in the demonstra- 
tion in Washington, D.C. This demonstration was only one of the 
several simultaneously being held in the U.S., and one out of many 
staged the same day in various parts of the world. The same day the 
Egyptian Embassy in several capitals, including Tehran, was oc- 
cupied in protest to the treaty. 100,000 Iranians had taken to the 
streets of Tehran on March 25 to condemn the treaty, its three co- 
signatories, and the U.S. intervention in the Middle East. 

The demonstration in Washington was a true reflection of the 
widespread opposition to the "peace". treaty. Representatives of 
various Arab groups and organizations, Palestinian and otherwise, 
and those of other nationalities, gave solidarity messages; express- 
ing their support for the Palestinian cause and the P.L.O. A 
spokesman of O.I. M.S., accompanied by Mujahid Lotfullah 
Maisami*, briefly spoke about the traitorous nature of the treaty 
and read Ayatollah Khomeini's statement concerning the treaty. 
Then, Mujahid Maisami, speaking in Persian (interpreted by our 
spokesman), gave an impassioned solidarity message. While em- 
phasizing the importance and strength of the people's solidarity in 
the battle fronts, he expressed his gratitude for the assistance 
O. M.P.I, had received from the Palestinian movement, Al-Fatah 
in particular. He ended his brief talk with twice repeating, in 
Arabic, the Palestinian slogan: "We shall return to our land 
through armed struggle." The crowd cheered him with shouts of 
"Long live Khomeini, Long live Mujahid" and f 'Long 
live P.L.O." D 

*Mujahid Lotfullah Maisami, an active member of the Organiza- 
tion of Mujahideen of the People of Iran (Islamic guerrilla 
organization founded in 1965) who had been arrested twice before 
1973, was released in October 1978 as a result of the rising revolu- 
tionary Islamic movement and its demand for freedom of all 
political prisoners. His last arrest came on the eve of August 19, 
1973 (the Shah's celebration of the CIA-directed coup which 
restored him back to the throne) when an explosion led SA VAK to 
his team hide-out. The blast caused him serious injuries, particular- 
ly to his eyes and left hand. While in prison, despite his hand am- 
putated from the wrist and eyes blinded, Mujahid Maisami 
heroically resisted SA VAX's treacherous and nerve-breaking 
pressures. It should be added however, that had he received ade- 
quate and proper treatment, he could have possibly regained his 
eyesight and sensitivity in one ear. 



continued from page I PALESTINIAN AND IRANIAN 

mitment to the support of the Palestinian people and their rights is 
widely known. He has consistently taken an intransigent position 
on Israel and condemned reactionary and compromising Arab 
regimes for their indecisive and capitulationist policy towards the 
Zionist state. As soon as the Islamic movement assumed power in 
Iran, all relations with Israel were cut off. 

The solidarity between the Iranian and Palestinian peoples has 
been growing over time. It has gone far beyond expressions of sym- 
pathy and support, and evolved into concrete mutual relations of 
cooperation and assistance in struggle. Great mutual contributions 
have been made by revolutionary elements and organizations of 
both sides. Such a warm and brotherly relation between the two 
movements has particularly expanded and deepened over the past 9 
years; since the initiation of guerilla armed struggle in Iran. Many 
Iranian guerillas had been trained in Palestinian camps and fought 
along with Palestinian guerillas. Organization of Mujahideen of the 
Peopleof Iran (O.M.P.I.), many of whose guerillas had been train- 
ed by Al-Fatah, has always enjoyed very close relations with the 
Palestinian revolution. 

The just struggle of the Palestinian people has had such a special 
place among our people and their revolutionary movement that 
numerous slogans have been raised in its support in the course of 
the Moslems' popular struggle. Slogans such as "Palestine, 
Palestine, our heroic brother;" "Greetings of the Iranian people to 
the Palestinian people;" and "The Iranian Moslem people con- 
demn the joint conspiracy of the U.S. imperialism, Israeli Zionism 
and traitorous Sadat in Camp David, Long live the Palestinian 
heroic people" are only some of the slogans shouted time and time 
again during last year's popular demonstrations. Israeli Airline, El 
Al, and other Zionist agencies have been target of people's 
numerous attacks over the past decade. 

More recent developments in Iran further pinpoint such a revolu- 
tionary relation and closeness. On Feb. 11, the day Bakhtiar 
government fell and the hated monarchical regime collapsed, peo- 
ple took over Israel's "diplomatic mission" and named it 
"Embassy of the P.L.O." And several days later, after Yasser 
Arafat's visit to Iran, the building was given to the P.L.O. to 
establish its representative office. Yasser Arafat received a hero's 
welcome in Iran; wherever he went tens of thousands of people 
from all walks of life greeted him with flowers and shouts of "Hail 
to Khomeini, Greetings to Palestine", "Death to the Shah, Sadat, 
Begin", and "Palestine is victorious, Israel is doomed to destruc- 
tion." The mere fact that Abu Ammar was the first foreign 
dignitary to visit Iran and meet with Ayatollah Khomeini clearly 
underlines the especially close and warm relations that bond 
together the Palestinians and the Iranian People. 

Victory of our people's Islamic movement is a victory for the 
Palestinian people, and simultaneously, a strong blow to our com- 
mon enemies; imperialism, Zionism and Arab reaction. Much to 
the desperation of our common enemies, the relations between 
these two militant peoples will undoubtedly expand and strengthen 
in the future as the Islamic movement in Iran further consolidates it 
authority and proceeds with its revolutionary programs and 
policies. n 

*Mujahid Ayatollah Seyed Mahmood Taleghani, 75, is one of the 
most prominent and popular revolutionary Moslem leaders who 
has been actively involved in the movement for most of his life and 
spent marty years in exile and prison; both under Mohammad Reza 
Shah (toppled in February 1979) and his father— Reza Shah. He 
was last arrested and jailed in 1975. 

His release came in late October 1978 at a time when the Shah 's tot- 
tering regime freed some 1200 political prisoners in a desperate bid 
to "appease" the people. His active participation in the movement 
ever since his release, including organizing and leading mass rallies, 
has been of great contribution to the victory of the Islamic move- 
ment. 
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continued from page 1 MIDDLE EAST "PEACE"TREATY 

been fully isolated in the Arab world. To this end, he made all 
kinds of concessions just to be assured of an end to the state of war 
and full establishment of relations with Israel, and of the U.S. 
pledge to the survival of his regime. Being fully aware of such a 
mutuality of interests beteen these two regimes, and those between 
them and itself, the U.S. jumped on the bandwagon of 
"peace-making" and patched up their differences for the better of 
all the three. 

In spite of the obvious features and clearly-stated provisions, the 
separate treaty is propagandized as a framework for a comprehen- 
sive peace treaty in the Middle East. To give credibility to the claim, 
it has been agreed that Israel and Egypt will start negotiations on 
the issue of "self-rule" in the West Bank and Gaza Strip within one 
month after the treaty is ratified. Jordan is invited to join the pro- 
cess, Palestinians may also participate! It seems obvious that by 
"participation of Palestinians" the treaty does not mean participa- 
tion of the P.L.O., rather only those Palestinians who are accep- 
table to Israel. 

The provision which supposedly links the Egypt-Israel treaty to 
the Palestinian question and the over-all Middle East settlement 
clearly exposes the nonsensical content of the whole plan. Further- 
more, Egypt and Israel can, according to the said provision, pro- 
ceed with negotiations whether the Palestinians and Jordan par- 
ticipate or not. Frankly put, it means that Egypt and Israel can 
negotiate on the future of the Palestinians without the Palestinians 
themselves! If and ever they reach an agreement, to whom will they 
be able to sell their sham product? Indeed, their hope, as well as 
that of the U.S. has been to find some reformist and compromising 
Palestinian elements in the occupied areas who are willing and 
prepared to go along with the good-for-nothing "autonomy" plan. 

The "peace" treaty, in essence, intends to separate Egypt from 
the rest of the Arab camp, ensure Israel's security (at least on the 
western front), push aside the Palestinian question (under the guise 
of "autonomy" plan), give Sadat a lollypop, and, last if not the 
least, get the U.S. back in the Middle East with new initiatives and 
prospect for further future involvement. In addition, military 
neutrality of Egypt— as the strongest Arab military power — would 
render other front-line states; Syria and Jordon, incapable of 
engaging in military confrontation with Israel. Given their military 
weakness without Egypt, the U.S. and Israel hope that they would 
finally follow the suit and conclude bilateral agreements with the 
Zionist state. 

Apart from simultaneous strengthening of Israel's military- 
security position and weakening of the Arab camp's posi- 
tion—through military neutrality of Egypt— the treaty sets the 
stage for a new power alliance in the Middle East. Emergence of a 
new military block, with the U.S. at its center, has been in 
Washington's agenda in the aftermath of the Shah's overthrow. 
With the Shah's role as the gendarme of the Gulf, and to some con- 
siderable degree, of the whole Middle East, lost to the U.S. and its 
client states, the U.S. has been extremely anxious to find another 
potentially able and qualified surrogate military power. Although 
Saudi Arabia, as a junior partner to the Shah's regime, has been 
playing the U.S. -assigned role, yet, due to its inherent limitations, 
could not replace the fallen Shah. The U.S. best choice was Egypt. 
Because of its size, population, military potential, and specifically, 
its proximity to Israel as well as being the strongest Arab country, 
could well be turned into another regional power. And much better 
if Egypt and Israel could be brought together to serve the purpose. 

The U.S. stated commitment to increase military and economic 
aid to Israel and Egypt, and to build up of the Egyptian military 
capability clearly underline this point. The downfall of the Shah's 
regime and emergence of an independent and progressive Iran not 
only has changed the balance of power in the Middle East, but as 
well serves to promote radicalism and further disruption in the 
political set-up of the whole area. The U.S. intends to somehow 
make up for its lost clout in the area. What better proxy other than 



Egypt can the U.S. find, especially if the whole plan is to be disguis- 
ed under the cover of "peace?" 

The idea of forging a new military alliance in the Middle East has 
been under discussion in Washington for the past several months. 
Originally, the U.S. was speculating the possibility of bringing 
Israel, Egypt, Jordan and Saudi Arabia together in some sort of 
military cooperation. This plan may not have been totally aban- 
doned yet, but given the Iranian situation and the imminent danger 
threatening the U.S. intrests and position in the area, Washington 
decided to get as much done as possible. As clearly stated in the 
texts of the Egypt-Israel treaty, other Arab regimes are invited to 
join the process and sign similar treaties with Israel. Though there 
is not any doubt that the regime of Saudi Arabia and King Hossein 
of Jordan are U.S. puppets and that they have always been very 
obedient servants of their master, but at this stage, given the cur- 
rent Arab general opposition to the treaty, not only these two reac- 
tionary regimes, but other Arab reactionary regimes as well, dare 
not support Sadat and the "peace treaty," hence make it very dif- 
ficult, if not impossible for the U.S. imperialism to entice Jordan 
and Saudi Arabia into joining the still embryonic power alliance, 
yet the U.S. is still hopeful of the success of the said plan in the 
future. 

Conclusion of the "peace" treaty is the beginning of a new 
chapter in the history of the Middle East conflict. It is a new and 
important development in the ever-continuing struggle of the 
Palestinians against the Zionist state of Israel, its imperialist sup- 
porters and reactionary allies, both in and out of the Arab world. 
In the broader context of the Middle East, the present treaty also 
intensifies the on-going conflicts among various Arab regimes. 
While arising from their political and ideological differences, these 
conflicts, to some considerable measure, emanate from Arab 
regimes' policy differences over the Palestinian question and the 
degree of each regime's involvement in the struggle and commit- 
ment (if any in the case of some) to the anti-Zionist and anti- 
imperialist cause. 

Anwar Sadat's open sell-out has so enraged the rest of the Arab 
world that existing differences, rivalries for dominance and leader- 
ship, and enmities have been, at least temporarily, brushed aside 
and glossed over. The present united Arab front against Sadat and 
in support of the Palestinian people and their rights, despite its in- 
herent fragility, is certainly of some positive effects. The Palesti- 
nian movement should be able to benefit from the present anti- 
Sadat and anti-treaty posture and short-run decisions of Arab 
regimes. However, the fragility of such an alliance should not be 
neglected. 

The current euphoric situation in the Arab world and the 
permeating effects of the Islamic revolution in Iran would definite- 
ly help to awaken and further politicize the masses across the Arab 
lands, promising signs of which have already begun to emerge. Rise 
of political radicalism and further destabilization in the status quo 
in the Middle East does certainly help the Palestinian movement 
and further damage the position and interests of the U.S., Israel, 
Sadat and all other reactionary regimes in the area. 

While cooperating with and receiving assistance from various 
Arab and non-Arab regimes, the Palestinian movement, and its 
leadership, the P.L.O., should maintain their independence from 
outside interference and control. Past bitter and bloody experiences 
have proved that the Palestinian people should, in the final 
analysis, rely on their own struggle; in all forms and both from 
within and without of the occupied Palestine. Their revolutionary 
armed struggle has effectively shattered Israel's sense of security, 
and ruined the type of stability imperialists and their local stooges 
have always wished to have. It has been only through ceaseless arm- 
ed struggle that the Palestinian movement has managed to defeat 
all the joint conspiracies of the Zionist state of Israel, the U.S. im- 
perialism and the Arab reaction. The Palestinian heroic people will 
undoubtedly continue the struggle until the final victory; until the 
whole occupied Palestine is liberated. □ 
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THE RISE 



Message of the Third Convention of the 

O.I.M.S. tO the P.L.O. (December 1978) 

In the name of God, the annihilator of all oppressors 

Hail to the Palestinian heroic people! Hail to the people who 
have never laid down their arms ever since they raised them against 
the world imperialism, its filthy offspring; aggressor Israel— inter- 
national Zionism — and local reaction. Hail to the heroic people 
whose resistance and struggle, in the glorious era of man's libera- 
tion from the bondage of enslavement and the yoke of colonialism, 
has been the glowing torch in lighting the path of the oppressed 
peoples' revolution, peoples of the Middle East in particular. 

Abundant resources in the Middle East has always tempted the 
world-devouring world imperialism to pursue its conspiratorial and 
imperialistic plans, and plunder rich natural and human resources 
of its oppressed peoples through manipulation of reactionary and 
puppet regimes in the region. But the revolutionary movement of 
the Palestinian heroic people which has had deep impact on 
awakening the oppressed peoples in the world, particularly the 
Arab peoples, has always been a thorn in the eyes of imperialism, 
Zionism and reaction. This is why imperialism has consistently 
tried to crush this movement which threatens to ignite the whole 
region, or force it into capitulation through various forms of 
pressures and restrictions; once through the massacre of thousands 
of Palestinians in the hands of traitorous King Hussein— the CIA 
agent — and again through the killing of thousands of them by 
fascist Phlangists, Israeli troops and the Syrian invading army in 
south Lebanon— the Palestinians' last remaining base. Yet, the 
Palestinian heroic people, under the leadership of the P.L.O., in 
spite of incurring heavy blows and thousands of martyrs, has never 
retreated or capitulated. Instead, they have continued their strug- 
gle; more experienced and more determined. 

One of the latest plots of reaction and imperialism in the Middle 
East is the Camp David "peace" agreement which is the joint con- 
spiracy of imperialism, Zionism and Sadat's reactionary regime. 
Traitorous Sadat who has consistently moved against the interests 
of the Arab peoples, specifically the Palestinian people, and whose 
policies are only at the service of the U.S. imperialism and local 
reaction, is now deepening the extent of his treason and is increas- 
ingly turning to the U.S. for support and protection. Treason of 
Sadat's reactionary regime is so obvious and deep that some of the 
reactionary regimes in the region such as that of traitorous King 
Hussein dare not fully support it. The reactionary and puppet 
Pahlavi regime which heads all the reactionaries and traitors in the 
Persian Gulf, however, backs any treason against the Arab 
peoples. The Palestinian courageous and struggling people who, 
under the leadership of the P.L.O. , have crushed all the various 
plots of their enemies, will, through struggle, foil the last desperate 
effort of reaction and imperialism; the Camp David agreement. 

In the present critical situation that one year has passed since the 
revolutionary movement of the Iranian Moslem people entered the 
stage of popular struggle, and is waging a bloody fight against the 
Pahlavi reactionary regime and its imperialist masters, we are 
witnessing the gradual destruction of the regime of the traitorous 
Shah and shattering of the "island of stability and tranquility" of 
imperialism. Indeed, the Iranian Moslem people take pride in 
defending the right of the Palestinian heroic people. They have 
declared their solidarity with Palestinian people through shouting 
slogans such as "Palestine, our heroic brother" and "Qum, 
Tabriz, Palestine" in the course of past year's demonstrations and 
marches. Undoubtedly, after victory over the anti-God forces, the 
Iranian Moslem people will be able to put their capabilities at the 
service of the just struggle of the Palestinian people, and be a 
faithful ally of this oppressed people in liberating the occupied 
Palestine. 

' Organization of Iranian Moslem Students has consistently con- 
sidered of top priority the defense and propagation of the struggle 



Message of released Mujahideen to 
Abu-Ammar (Yasser Arafat) 

Beirut-Leadership of the Palestinian Revolution; brother Abu- 
Ammar 

In the name of God and in the name of the heroic people of Iran 

On the eve of release from the prisons of the Shah's regime which 
has always been one of the main regional and international sup- 
porters of Israel, we are most delighted to congratulate you and the 
Palestinian Arab people for the downfall of dictatorship in Iran. 
We, Mujahideen of the People of Iran, some of whom have been 
eye-witness to your life-and-death struggle in Al-Fatah camps 
against the racist Zionist enemy and Arab capitulationists, are well 
aware of how your suffering people have taken pains with the all- 
out collaboration between the regime of Iran and Zionists and 
Arab capitulationists; a suffering that has been shared by our peo- 
ple since the birth of the state of Israel, the illegitimate offspring of 
imperialism in the region. Our people could never tolerate the crime 
that our Palestinian brothers and sisters be attacked by Israeli 
planes, tanks and armored vehicles which had been fueled with the 
oil provided by the regime of Iran. Therefore, now that a great 
movement has started in our blood-colored country, and its 
honorable leader, the great Mujahid Imam, has insisted on cutting 
off of all relations with Israel, we congratulate the Palestinian 
revolution for the crumbling of the puppet regime of Iran; the anti- 
revolutionary supporter of Israel. 
Brother Abu-Ammar: 

If, at the present time, you and your comrades do not have a 
homeland of your own to step on, our people who have always 
respected and endeared your revolution with its Palestinian face 
and its Islamic-Arabic heart, are determined to turn their home and 
homeland into a base for you; and this is a revolution until victory. 
Therefore, we can be certain that all the revolutionary and pro- 
gressive forces of Iran recognize Palestine Liberation Organization 
as the sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, and 
despise any capitulationist policy and American-Israeli peace. Al- 
Fatah's sincere and revolutionary relations with and assistance to 
the Iranian revolutionaries, Mujahideen of the People of Iran in 
particular, have always been delightfully received and appreciated 
by us and our people; e.g., we remember that m December 1971 
(Azar 1350 Solar Hijri) Al-Fatah strongly objected to the regime of 
Iran for the arrest and persecution of Mujahideen, one of whose 
charges was training in Palestinian camps. 

With greetings to the revolution of the Palestinian heroic people, 
especially our militant Palestinian sisters and brothers in the oc- 
cupied areas: 

On behalf of the released Mujahideen 
Massoud Rajavi and Mousa Khiabani* 

* Mujahid Rajavi and Mujahid Khiabani were released from Jail 
along with a group of political prisoners on Jan. 21, 1979. Their 
release came at a time that the Shah had fled Iran and Bakhtiar was 
trying desperately to gain some popular support. In order to pose 
"progressive", he freed some prisoners from the Shah's jails. 



of the Palestinian heroic people. Hereby, through its third annual 

convention, it reaffirms its unsparing support for the Palestinian 

people's movement, led by the P.L.O., and strongly condemns all 

the conspiracies of imperialism, Zionism and local reaction. 

VICTORY TO THE JUST STRUGGLE OF THE PALESTINIAN 

HEROIC PEOPLE, LED BY THE P.L.O. 

DOWN WITH THE WORLD IMPERIALISM HEADED BY 

THE U.S. IMPERIALISM. 

DOWN WITH THE INTERNATIONAL ZIONISM AND ALL 

THE REACTIONARY REGIMES IN THE REGION. 

LONG LIVE THE UNITY BETWEEN THE REVOLUTION OF 

PALESTINE AND IRAN. 
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